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To maintain or improve the quality of life for the people of the state of Missouri by
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accountability, which will enable individuals and families to better fulfill their

potential.
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Dear Readers:

Thank you for your concern regarding child abuse and neglect in Missouri.
This report numerically represents all child abuse and neglect reports that were
addressed by the Missouri Division of Family Services (DFS) in 2000. The report also
includes a description of Missouri’s unique, multiple-response system to addressing
child abuse and neglect reports. Since 1994, DFS has worked to implement a more
family-centered, community-based practice. Thanks to the successes of communities
across the state, the 1999 Missouri General Assembly passed legislation that
mandated the statewide implementation of this innovative practice.

Certainly, the enclosed report points to the continued need for strong
community support for families. The Division of Family Services is devoted to
ensuring the safety of children and, whenever possible, preserving families. Through
ongoing support of committed citizens, we believe that our shared desires for
Missouri’s children and families will be realized.

Sincerely,

Denise Cross
Director

DC/KS/slr

“*AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY/AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER™
services provided on a nondiscriminatory basis



Date: 08/06/2001

To: All Readers
From: Research and Evaluation Unit
Subject: Probable Cause Children by Category of Abuse/Neglect

The number of children by category of abuse/neglect reported in the Probable Cause
Child Abuse/Neglect section has been miscounted during 1996 through 1999. Corrected
numbers for these years are attached in Appendix H of this edition. We apologize for any
inconvenience this inaccuracy may have caused.

If you have any questions, please call (573) 751-3060. Thank you.
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Summary Statistics
This report compiles data collected by the Missouri Department of Socia Services (DSS), Division of
Family Services (DFS) in the course of Child Abuse and/or Neglect (CA/N) investigations/assessments.

Reports
*  During 2000 therewere50,936 reportsof child abuse/neglect, involving 79,693 children.

Tota Number of Reports 50,936
Tota Number of Reported Children 79,693

Probable Cause
* Therewere6,871 probablecausereports, involving 9,854 children. Thisrepresentsapproximatelythirteen

percent (13%) of al reports.

Tota Number of Probable Cause Reports 6,871
Tota Number of Probable Cause Children 9,854

Family Assessment Approach
» Acrossthestate, atotal of 30,960 reportswere screened Family Assessment (FA) in accordance with

SenateBill 595, whichwassignedinto law in 1994 and expanded statewidein 1999. Thesereportsinvolved
49,863 children.

Total Number of ServicesNeeded Reports 11,921
Total Number of FA Reports 30,960
Total Number of FA Children 49,863

Note: All counts of children are duplicated because a child may be reported more than once during the year.

Missouri Child Abuse/Neglect, 2000 Page 1
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Definitions

Legal:

The Missouri Child Abuse Law, Section 210.110 RSMo defines:

Abuseasany physical injury, sexual abuse, or emotional abuseinflicted onachild other than by accidental
means by those responsible for the child's care, custody, and control except that discipline including
spanking, administered in a reasonable manner shall not be construed to be abuse; and

Neglect asfailureto provide, by thoseresponsiblefor the care, custody, and control of the child, the proper
or necessary support, education as required by law, nutrition or medical, surgical, or any other care
necessary for the child's well-being.

Care, custody and control of the child, includes but is not limited to the parents or guardian of a child,
other members of the child's household, or those exercising supervision over a child for any part of a
twenty-four hour day. Those responsible for the care, custody and control shall also include any adult,
who, based ontheir relationship to the parents of the child, members of the child's household or the family,
has access to the child.

I nvestigation is the collection of physical and verbal evidence to determine if a child has been abused or
neglected.

Family assessment and services is an approach which provides for a prompt assessment of a child and
their family when the child has been reported to the DFS as a victim of abuse or neglect by a person
responsible for that child's care, custody or control. Family assessments include the provision of
community-based servicesto reducetherisk of abuse and neglect and to support thefamily. Thisapproach
takes the place of the traditional investigation.

Operational:
At the end of each child abuse/neglect investigation/assessment, the social worker reaches a conclusion. The
following are operational definitions for investigative conclusions:

Probable Cause: A finding that abuse/neglect has occurred or is occurring as aresult of the observation
of visible signs, physical and/or credible verbal evidence provided to the Children's Services worker by
the child, perpetrator or witnesses in accordance with the definitions of abuse/neglect. This also includes
cases which are adjudicated by the courts.

Unsubstantiated-Pr eventive ServicesIndicated: A finding that insufficient visible signs, physical and/
or credible evidence exist, but where the social worker determines that indicators are present which, if
unresolved, could potentially contribute to child abuse/neglect.

Unsubstantiated: A finding that insufficient physical or credible verbal evidence exists and where few
or no indicators are identified and the social worker has not identified a specific threat existsfor the child.

The following are definitions for Family Assessment conclusions:

Services Needed: The family has an identified need for services. DFS will contiunue to work with the
family after the assessment is completed and will continue providing services for some period of time.

Services Needed-Linked Initial 30 Days: The family has an identified need for community services.
The identified services were linked with the family during the 30-day family assessment process. DFS
will not continue working with the family when the family assessment process is completed. The social
worker should contact referral providers to verify that the family is receiving services.

Page 2
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Services Needed-Family Declined: The socia service worker has identified a service that may be
beneficial to the family; however, the family declined to receive the services. The child's safety has been
assessed, and there is no evidence that warrants court intervention.

ServicesNot Needed: The family does not have an identified need for additional services. Families may
be receiving services prior to the date of the hotline. Services Not Needed is used only when the family
does not have additional service needs.

Non-cooper ative/Child Safe:  Enough information has been obtained to ensure that the child is safe;
however, the family refuses to participate in the family assessment process and the allegations do not
warrant a co-investigation with law enforcement or court involvement.

For asmall number of reports, the above definitions are not applicable. Other conclusionsfor either investigations
or assessments include Unable to L ocate, | nappropriate Report, L ocated Out of State and Home Schooling.

M ethodological:
The following are technical definitions used in the computations of the statistics throughout this report:

Reported incident: An alegation of child abuse/neglect made to the hotline which meets the legal
definitions for abuse/neglect and for care, custody, and control. A reported incident may involve more
than one child and more than one alleged perpetrator. The terms "report,” “incident” and "reported
incident" are used interchangeably throughout this report.

Incident conclusion: The Children's Services worker assigns a conclusion for each child and for each
alleged perpetrator involved in an incident. If at least one child is found probable cause, the incident is
considered to be found probable cause.

Incident category of abuse/neglect: Up to thirty-one categories of abuse/neglect can be assigned to
each probable cause child. Each incident may have up to six categories of abuse/neglect because each
child may be found probable cause for different types of abuse/neglect. For incidentsinvolving more than
one child, each category of abuse/neglect is counted once if at least one child was found probable cause
for that category.

Reported child: A child named in areported incident of child abuse/neglect. A child may be reported
more than one time during the year, and unless otherwise indicated, counts of children are duplicated in
this report.

Child conclusion: The Children's Services worker assigns a conclusion for each child involved in an
incident. Some children in the report may be found probable cause while others may be unsubstantiated.

Child category of abuse/neglect: Each probable cause child may be assigned up to thirty-one
categories of abuse/neglect.

Alleged perpetrator: A person named as the perpetrator in areported incident of child abuse/neglect.
An alleged perpetrator may be involved in more than one incident during the year. Unless otherwise
indicated, counts of alleged perpetrators are duplicated in this report.

Alleged perpetrator conclusion: The Children's Services worker assigns a conclusion to each alleged
perpetrator involvedinanincident. Oneperpetrator inareport may befound probable causewhile another
may be unsubstantiated.

Missouri Child Abuse/Neglect, 2000 Page 3
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Reportsto Child Abuse/Neglect Hotline

Over thepast year, the Child Abuse/Neglect HotlineUnit (CANHU) received 50,936 reportsof child abuse/
neglect, involving 79,693 children. The CANHU isoperated year-round ona24 hoursper day, sevendays
per week basisby 39 trained and experienced Children's Servicesworkers. Missouri'stoll-free number for
reporting childabuse/neglect is1-800-392-3738.

When a cal is received at the CANHU, information is analyzed to determine whether:
» the child is under age 18;
» theallegedperpetrator hascare, custody and control of thechild; and

» thereport meetsthe legal definition of abuse and/or neglect as stipulated in 210.110, RSMo (see
definitionsonpage?2).

Withinmomentsof receivingareport, theinformationisforwardedelectronicalyto oneof the114 county offices
or theSt. LouisCity officefor investigation. Investigations/assessmentsmust beinitiated within24 hoursor
immediately whenitisdeterminedthat thechildisinimminent danger. Anexceptioniswhentheonly alegation
iseducational neglect. Inthiscase, aninvestigation/assessment must beinitiated within72 hours. Socia workers
have 30 daysto completetheir investigations/assessments.

A calltothehotlineisreferredto asareport or reportedincident of child abuse/neglect. A report mayinvolve
fromoneto severd children. From1996t0 1999, thenumber of incidentsand childrenreported hasconsistently
decreased. However, during 2000, thenumber of incidentsand childrenreported hasincreased.

I ncidentsand Children Reported tothe Child Abuse/Neglect Hotline
and Annual Per cent Change

Total Annual Total  Annual
Y ear Reports  Change Children Change
1996 52,520 83,831

1997 51,137  -2.6% 80,136  -4.4%
1998 48,075  -6.0% 75,157  -6.2%
1999 46,244  -3.8% 71,529 -4.8%
2000 50,936  10.1% 79,693 11.4%

Note: All counts of children are duplicated because a child may be reported more than once during the year.

Page 4 Missouri Child Abuse/Neglect, 2000
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I ncidentsand Children Reported tothe Child Abuse/Neglect Hotline, 1996-2000
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80,000 +
70,000 +
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20,000 +
10,000 -
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*  During 2000, themonthwiththemost reportstothe CA/N hotlinewasMay with4,831 reports, followed
by October with4,798. December had thefewest number of reportswith 3,287.

January 3,970
February 4,259

March 4,747
April 4,165
May 4,831
June 3,843
July 3,821

August 4,331
September 4,712
October 4,798
November 4,172
December 3,287

50,936

2000 Child Abuse/Neglect Reports, by M onth of Report
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Reporters

Reportsof child abuse/neglect canbemadeby personswho areeither "mandated” or "permissive” reporters.
Mandated reportersarerequired by statestatuteto report abuse/neglect whenthey havereasonablecauseto
suspect achild hasbeenorisbeing abused. Mandated reportersincludehealthand education professionals,
socia workersandfoster parents, among others. Permissivereportersarethosepeoplenot requiredto report
suspected abuse/neglect, suchasrelativesor neighbors.

EffectiveAugust 28, 2000, theindividualsrequiredtoreport incidentsof suspected child abuse/neglect increased
toinclude"jail or detentioncenter personnel”. Thejail or dentention center personnel isdefined asemployees
or volunteers working on the premises or institution where incarcaration, evaluation, care, treatment, or
rehabilitationisprovided to personswho arebeing held under custody of thelaw, section210.110, RSMo.

» Fifty-two percent (52%) of thereportsmadein 2000 weremade by mandated reportersand thirty-three
percent (33%) weremadeby permissivereporters.

Child Abuse/Neglect Reporters, 2000
by Type of Reporter

Unknown
15%

Mandated
52%

RSMo 210.115. Reports of abuse or neglect, who shall make. —When any physician, medical
examiner, coroner, dentist, chiropractor, podiatrist, resident, intern, nurse, hospital and
clinic personnel (engaged in examination, care or treatment of persons), and other health
practitioner, psychologist, mental health professional, social worker, day care center
worker or other child care worker, juvenile officer, probation or parole officer, jail or
detention personnel, teacher, principal or other school official, Christian Science practitio-
ner, peace officer or law enforcement official, or other person with responsbility for the
care of children, has reasonable cause to suspect that a child has been or may be subjected
to abuse or neglect or observes a child being subjected to conditions or circumstances which
would reasonably result in abuse or neglect, he shall immediately report or cause a report
to be made to the division in accordance with the provisions of sections 210.110 to 210.165.

Page 6 Missouri Child Abuse/Neglect, 2000
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*  Themost commonmandated reporter occupationswere social workers, followed by law enforcement
officersand school officids.

Reportersof Child Abuse/Neglect by Occupation, 2000
Number Per cent
Permissive 17,518 32.9%
Unknown 7,743 14.6%
Social worker 6,569 12.3%
Peace officer or law enforcement official 5,428 10.2%
Principal or other school official 5,069 9.5%
Mental health professional 2,790 5.2%
Nurse 2,374 4.5%
Other person with responsibility for care of children 1,489 2.8%
Physician 956 1.8%
Juvenile officer 898 1.7%
Teacher 721 1.4%
Day care center or other child care worker 678 1.3%
Psychologist 399 0.7%
Foster parents 151 0.3%
Other hospital/clinic personnel 136 0.3%
Probation or parole officer 109 0.2%
Other health practitioner 79 0.1%
Medical examiner 32 0.1%
Dentist/Dental hygienist 16 0.0%
Intern 16 0.0%
Coroner 14 0.0%
Jail or detention personnel 8 0.0%
Resident 7 0.0%
Chiropractor 2 0.0%
Optometrist 1 0.0%
Christian Science practitioner 1 0.0%
53,204 100.0%
Note: Reporters exceed reports because more than one person may report an incident.

Missouri Child Abuse/Neglect, 2000 Page 7
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Child

Abuse/Neglect I nvestigations/Family Assessments

Children's Services workers investigate/assess each report to determine if abuse/neglect is occurring or
has occurred and evaluate the family's need for services. Thorough investigations/assessments require
hours of interviews and information collection, and usually include the major steps listed below:

DFSpo

Contacting the reporter, if known, for additional information before proceeding with the
investigation;

Contacting appropriate law enforcement personnel or multidisciplinary team membersto request
a co-investigation if the alleged report, if true, would constitute a violation of the law;

Making adeterminationregarding thesafety of thechildrenwithin24 hours;

Contacting collatera persons,

| nterviewingwitnesses,

| nterviewingthenon-offending parent;

Interviewingthealleged perpetrator(s);

Evauatingand documentingall information collected and observed;

Determining whether abuse/neglect hasoccurred or isoccurring; and
Evauatingthefamily'sneed for servicesand making appropriatereferralsfor needed services.

licy requirescompletion of investigations/assessmentswithin 30 days. Whenthe Children'sServices

worker determinesthat thereisprobablecauseto believethat abuse/neglect hasoccurred, or isoccurring, the
familyisadvised of availableservices. Thefamily alsoisoffered serviceswhentheinvestigativeconclusionis
Unsubstantiated- Preventive Services| ndicated or whenaFamily Assessment indicatestheneed for services.

Reported I ncidentsby Conclusion, 2000

Other Probable Cause
6% 14% Unsubstantiated-
PSI
3%
Unsubstantiated

16%

Assessment
61%

Page 8
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Reports and | nvestigations/Family Assessments

Probable Cause

Reported I ncidentsby Conclusion

1996 - 2000

Unsubstantiated-

Number Percent Number Percent

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

Family
Unsubstantiated Assessment*

Other

1996 10,941 20.8%
1997 10,382 20.3%
1998 8,402 17.5%
1999 6,257 13.5%
2000 6,871 13.5%

PS
4,192 8.0%
3,939 7.7%
3,083 6.4%
1,560 3.4%
1,653 3.2%

27,825 53.0%
27,359 53.5%
21,585 44.9%
9,853 21.3%
8,222 16.1%

6,717
6,364
11,930
25,950
30,960

7.5%
12.4%
24.8%
56.1%
60.8%

2,845
3,093
3,075
2,624
3,230

5.4%
6.0%
6.4%
5.7%
6.3%

Total

52,520
51,137
48,075
46,244
50,936

60,000 -

50,000 +

40,000 +

30,000 +

20,000 -

10,000 -

Reported I ncidentsby Conclusion

1996 - 2000

1996

1997

1998

1999

2000

W Probable Cause OO0 Unsub.-PSI &0 Unsub. @ FA @ Other

Conclusions are as follows:

Probable Cause - Court Adjudicated and Probable Cause
Unsub.-PSI - Unsubstantiated-Preventive Services Indicated

Unsub. - Unsubstantiated

FA - Family Assessment: Services Needed, Services Not Needed, Non-cooperative/Child Safe, Services Needed-Linked
Initial 30 Days, and Services Needed-Family Declined

Other - Unable to Locate, Inappropriate Report, Located Out of State and Home Schooling

*The 2000 breakout of Family Assessment incidents by conclusions can be found in Appendix C.

Missouri Child Abuse/Neglect, 2000
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Reported Childrenby Conclusion
1996 - 2000

Unsubstantiated- Family

Probable Cause PSI Unsubstantiated Assessment* Other Total

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
1996 17,145 205% 6,460 7.9% 45430 54.2% 10587 7.7% 4,209 5.6% 83,831
1997 15,885 19.8% 5,990 7.5% 43,721 54.6% 10,046 125% 4,494 5.6% 80,136
1998 12,789 17.0% 4,505 6.0% 33,998 45.2% 19,233 25.6% 4,632 6.2% 75,157
1999 9,272 13.0% 2,206 3.1% 14,283 20.0% 41,926 58.6% 3,842 5.4% 71,529
2000 9,854 124% 2,379 3.0% 11,761 14.8% 49,863 62.6% 5,836 7.3% 79,693

Reported Childrenby Conclusion
1996 - 2000

90,000 ~
80,000 -
70,000 -
60,000 +
50,000 +
40,000 +
30,000 +
20,000 -
10,000 -

o
\

1996 1997 1998 1999 2000

B Probable Cause O Unsub.-PSI &0 Unsub. @ FA @ Other

Conclusions are as follows:
Probable Cause - Court Adjudicated and Probable Cause
Unsub.-PSl - Unsubstantiated-Preventive Services Indicated
Unsub. - Unsubstantiated
FA - Family Assessment: Services Needed, Services Not Needed, Non-cooperative/Child Safe, Services Needed-Linked
Initial 30 Days, and Services Needed-Family Declined
Other - Unable to Locate, Inappropriate Report, Located Out of State and Home Schooling

* The 2000 breakout of reported children of Family Assessment incidents by conclusions can be found in Appendix D.

Page 10 Missouri Child Abuse/Neglect, 2000
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Reported I ncidentsby FA Conclusion

1996-2000
Services Services Non-
Needed Not Needed Cooperative  Total

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
1996 2,449 36.5% 4,068 60.6% 200 3.0% 6,717
1997 2,543 40.0% 3,616 56.8% 205 32% 6,364
1998 3,947 33.1% 7,415 62.2% 568 4.8% 11,930
1999 8,519 32.8% 16,270 62.7% 1,161 4.5% 25,950
2000 11,921 385% 17,873 57.7% 1,166 3.8% 30,960

Reported I ncidentsby FA Conclusion
1996-2000

35,000
30,000 - —
25,000 - f—
20,000 -
15,000 -
10,000 -

S oz 0

1996 1997 1998 1999 2000

M Services Needed O Services Not Needed B Non- Cooperative

Note: Services Needed includes Services Needed-Linked Initial 30 Days and Services Needed-Family Declined.

Missouri Child Abuse/Neglect, 2000
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Reported Childrenby FA Conclusion

1996-2000
Services Services Non-
Needed Not Needed Cooperative  Total

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
1996 3,919 37.0% 6,365 60.1% 303 2.9% 10,587
1997 4,050 40.3% 5,694 56.7% 302 3.0% 10,046
1998 6,380 33.2% 11,991 62.3% 862 4.5% 19,233
1999 13,972 33.3% 26,118 623% 1,836 4.4% 41,926
2000 19,360 38.8% 28,705 57.6% 1,798 3.6% 49,863

Reported Childrenby FA Conclusion
1996-2000

60,000 -
50,000 - ——
40,000 +

30,000

20,000 -

10,000 -

1996 1997 1998 1999 2000

M Services Needed O Services Not Needed B Non- Cooperative

Note: Services Needed includes Services Needed-Linked Initial 30 Days and Services Needed-Family Declined.
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Missouri Child Abuse/Neglect, 2000




Probable Cause Child Abuse/Neglect

Duringtheyear, 9,854 childrenwereinvolvedinincidentsthat werefound probablecausefor abuseor neglect.
WhenaChildren'sServicesworker determinesthereisprobablecausethat abuse/neglect hasoccurred, each
child canbeassigned up to thirty-one categoriesof abuse/neglect. Asthegraphbelow indicates, themost
prevaent categoryisneglect, followed by physical abuseand sexua maltreatment.

Probable Cause Children
by Category of Abuse/Neglect, 2000

45.0% — 42.6%

40.0% +
35.0% —
30.0% —
25.0% +
20.0% —
15.0%

10.0%
5.0% - 2.9%

25.4% 25.1%

2.7%

0.0% -

Neglect Physicd Sexud Emotiond Educationd Medica
Abuse Matreatment Maltreatment Neglect Neglect

Probable Cause Children by Category of Abuse/Neglect, 2000

Number Per cent
Neglect 4,200 42.6%
Physical Abuse 2,498 25.4%
Sexual Maltreatment 2,478 25.1%
Emotional Maltreatment 456 4.6%
Educational Neglect 290 2.9%
Medical Neglect 267 2.7%

Percent is the percentage of total probable cause children. Percent total is greater than 100 because a child may be found
probable cause for up to thirty-one categories of abuse/neglect.

Missouri Child Abuse/Neglect, 2000 Page 13



Probable Cause Child Abuse/Neglect

Child Demographics

ProbableCause
Childrenby Age, 2000

35.0%
30.1% 29.9%

30.0%
25.0% 22.4%
20.0% +
15.0%
11.0%
10.0%
6.2%
5.0% |-
0.4%
0.0% ; ; ‘ ; ; ‘
<1

agel-4 age5-9 agel0-14 agel5-17 Unknown

*  Themost common age group for probable cause children was5 - 9 years, followed by ages 10 - 14.
Relatively few (6.2%) of probablecausechildrenwerelessthanoneyear old.

ProbableCause
Childrenby Age, 2000

Age Number  Percent Age Number  Percent
<1 611 6.2% 10 598 6.1%
1 480 4.9% 11 529 5.4%
2 592 6.0% 12 586 5.9%
3 579 5.9% 13 578 5.9%
4 555 5.6% 14 657 6.7%
5 552 5.6% 15 534 5.4%
6 594 6.0% 16 397 4.0%
7 628 6.4% 17 149 1.5%
8 618 6.3% Unknown 39 0.4%
9 578 5.9% 9,854 100.0%

Page 14 Missouri Child Abuse/Neglect, 2000



Probable Cause Child Abuse/Neglect

Probable Cause
Children by Sex, 2000

Male

*  In2000, forty-fivepercent (45%) of the
probablecausechildrenweremale, and
fifty-fivepercent (55%) werefemale.

55%
ProbableCause
Children by Race, 2000
Black Other*
*  Seventy-sevenpercent (77%) of probable & 20
causechildrenwerewhiteand twenty-one 21%
percent (21%) were black.
White
77%
* OtherincludesAsian, Native American, Other,
and Unknown.
Sex and Race of Probable Cause Children, 2000
Number Percent Number Percent
Male 4,451 45.2% White 7,617 77.3%
Female 5,395 54.7% Black 2,063 20.9%
Unknown 8 0.1% Asian 39 0.4%
9,854 100.0% Native American 27 0.3%
Other 7 0.1%
Unknown 101 1.0%

9,854 100.0%
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Probable Cause Child Abuse/Neglect

I nformationgathered duringaninvestigation of child abuse/neglect canhel pidentify factorswhich placeachild
at risk for abuse/neglect. Inadditionto establishinganinvestigativeconclusonfor eachchild, Children'sServices
workersmay desgnateuptofour Obser ved Family Char acter isticsfor eachreportedincident. For families
where abuse/neglect is found, these characteristics may indicate which services could help prevent the
reoccurrenceof abuse/neglect. Itisimportant to notethat thesearenot absolutecounts. For instance, aproblem
withalcohol or other drugsmay bedifficult to detect during thecourseof aninvestigation.

» Thefamily characteristicsreportedin2000 aresimilar to thosereported duringthelast fiveyears. Thirty-
five(35%) of thefamiliesinvolvedin probable causeincidentswereamenableto services. Thirty percent
(30%) of theprobablecauseincidentsinvolved singleparent families. Thetoptwenty family characteristics
arelisted below.

Characteristicsof FamiliesInvolved in Probable Causel ncidents, 2000
(Non-ingtitutional incidentsonly)

Number  Percent
Amenable to services 2,408 35.0%
Single parent household 2,057 29.9%
Adeguate living conditions 1,974 28.7%
Lack of parenting skills 1,749 25.5%
Stable family relationship/household 875 12.7%
Appropriate parenting skills 824 12.0%
Domestic Violence 610 8.9%
Heavy continuous child care responsibility 590 8.6%
I nsufficient/misuse of income 486 7.1%
Other drug related problem(s) 467 6.8%
Extended family support system 458 6.7%
Marital Problems 439 6.4%
Alcohol related problem(s) 433 6.3%
Recent/frequent relocation 396 5.8%
New baby in home/pregnancy 385 5.6%
Recent loss/addition to household members 345 5.0%
Crowded Living Conditions 306 4.5%
L oss of employment 198 2.9%
Social isolation 170 2.5%
Role reversal 167 2.4%

Percent is the percentage of total probable cause incidents. Percent total is greater than 100 because up to four
family characteristics may be reported for each incident.
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Probable Cause Child Abuse/Neglect

Neglect

Duringtheyear 4,200 childrenwerefound probablecauseunder thecategory of neglect. Amongthesechildren,
the most common agegroup was5 - 9 years, followed by ages 1 - 4.

35.0% 1

Neglected
Children by Age, 2000

29.7% 29.8%

30.0% -+
25.0% 23.6%
20.0%
15.0% —+
10.0% +  8.3% 8.5%
5.0% +
0.0% -

agel-4 age5-9 agelo 14 age15-17

Neglected
Children by Age, 2000
Age Number Percent Age Number Per cent
<1 349 8.3% 10 230 5.5%
1 320 7.6% 11 178 4.2%
2 356 8.5% 12 163 3.9%
3 305 7.3% 13 184 4.4%
4 268 6.4% 14 238 5.7%
5 266 6.3% 15 177 4.2%
6 260 6.2% 16 135 3.2%
7 250 6.0% 17 44 1.0%
8 247 5.9% Unknown 0 0.0%
9 230 5.5% 4,200 100.0%

Note: Thisis a duplicated count of children because a child may be found probable cause for neglect more than once during the year.

Missouri Child Abuse/Neglect, 2000
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Probable Cause Child Abuse/Neglect

Neglected
Children by Sex, 2000

Male
49%

Femde
51%

» Eighty percent (80%) of neglected
childrenwerewhiteand eighteenpercent
(18%) wereblack.

* In 2000, fifty-one percent (51%) of
neglected children were female and
forty-ninepercent (49%) weremale.

Neglected
Children by Race, 2000

Other*
2%

Black
18%

White
80%

* OtherincludesAsian, Native American, Other
and Unknown.

Sex and Race of Neglected Children, 2000

Number Percent Number Percent

Male 2,060 49.0% White 3,369 80.2%
Female 2,140 51.0% Black 750 17.9%
4,200 100.0% Asian 20 0.5%

Native American 15 0.4%

Other 3 0.1%

Unknown 43 1.0%

4,200 100.0%
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Probable Cause Child Abuse/Neglect

Neglected Children by M onth of Report, 2000

Januar Yy 384 500

February 310

March 406 400

April 328

May 413 300 +

June 380

July 355 200 +

August 436

September 367 100 -+

October 311 | | | | | | ‘ ‘ | | |

November 255 0 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ! ! !

December 255 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
4,200

* August had the highest incidence of child neglect with 436 children. The months of November and
December had thelowest occurrencesof neglect with 255, respectively.

Inadditionto assigning categoriesof abuseor neglect, aChildren's Servicesworker may also describeupto
thirty-onespecificfindingsof abuse. For neglected childrenthemost frequent worker descriptionsarethose
typically associated with neglect, suchasalack of supervisonand unsanitary living conditions. Thetenmost
frequently reported worker findingsfor neglected childrenarelisted below.

Worker Findingsfor Neglected Children, 2000

Number Per cent

Lack of supervision 2,929 69.7%
Unsanitary living conditions 1,316 31.3%
Unsafe/inadequate shelter 839 20.0%
Poor hygiene (health threatening) 401 9.5%
Other abuse/neglect 219 5.2%
Fondling/touching 218 5.2%
Other physical abuse or injury 209 5.0%
Bruises, welts, red marks 207 4.9%
Rejection through indifference 201 4.8%
Lack of food 190 4.5%

Percent is the percentage of total neglected children. Percent total is greater than 100 because a worker may list up to thirty-one
specific findings for each child.
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Probable Cause Child Abuse/Neglect

Sexual M altreatment

Duringtheyear 2,478 childrenwerefound probablecauseunder thecategory of sexua maltreatment. Among
these childrenthe most common age group was 10 - 14 years, followed by ages5 - 9.

Sexually M altreated
Children by Age, 2000

45.0%
40 O% 1 38-6%
35.0% + 32.6%
30.0%
25.0% +
0/ ——
20.0% 15.5%
15.0% -+ 13.1%
10.0% -
.0% +
>0% 0.2%
0.0% 1 1 1
<1 agel-4 age5-9 age10-14 age15-17
Sexually M altreated
Childrenby Age, 2000
Age Number  Percent Age Number  Percent
<1 6 0.2% 10 167 6.7%
1 9 0.4% 11 172 6.9%
2 42 1.7% 12 198 8.0%
3 123 5.0% 13 213 8.6%
4 150 6.1% 14 206 8.3%
5 126 5.1% 15 181 7.3%
6 158 6.4% 16 137 5.5%
7 160 6.5% 17 65 2.6%
8 173 7.0% Unknown 0 0.0%
9 192 7.7% 2,478 100.0%

Note:  Thisisaduplicated count of children because a child may be found probable cause for sexual maltreatment more
than one time during the year.
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Probable Cause Child Abuse/Neglect

Sexually M altreated
Children by Sex, 2000

Male

78%

Black
16%

» Eighty-two percent (82%) of sexually
maltreated children were white and
sixteen percent (16%) wereblack.

Unlike neglected and physically abused
children, whereapproximately half were
male and half were female, the majority
(78%) of sexudly mdltreated childrenwere
femde.

Sexually M altreated

Children by Race, 2000

Other*
2%

White
82%

* QOther includes Asian, Native American, and
Unknown.

Sex and Race of Sexually M altreated Children, 2000

Number  Percent Number Percent

Male 546 22.0% White 2,030 81.9%
Female 1,932 78.0% Black 407 16.4%
2,478  100.0% Asian 10 0.4%

Native American 6 0.2%

Unknown 25 1.0%

2,478 100.0%
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Probable Cause Child Abuse/Neglect

Sexually M altr eated Children by M onth of Report, 2000

January 208 250

February 207

March 226 200 -

April 170

May 224 150 +

June 224

July 236 100 +

August 231

September 183 50 +

October 212

November 183 0 } } } } } } } } } } }
December 231;;1 Jan Feb Mar Apr May dun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec

» July hadthehighest incidenceof sexually maltreated childrenwith236. April hadthelowest occurenceof
sexua maltreatment with 170 children.

For sexually maltreated children, themost frequently reported worker findingwasfondling or touching. Aswith
thephysicaly abused children, lack of supervisionisaso cited quitefrequently. Thissuggeststhat neglect may
also occurinsomesituationsof sexua abuse. Thetenmost oftenreportedworker findingsfor sexualy maltrested
childrenarelisted below.

Worker Findingsfor Sexually M altr eated Children, 2000
Number Per cent
Fondling/touching 1,751 70.7%
Other sexual abuse 733 29.6%
Oral sex, sodomy 625 25.2%
Intercourse 398 16.1%
Digital penetration 370 14.9%
Lack of supervision 346 14.0%
Pornography 88 3.6%
Other physical abuse or injury 59 2.4%
I nappropriately giving drugs 58 2.3%
Blaming, verbal abuse, threatening 46 1.9%
Percent is the percentage of all sexually maltreated children. Percent tota is greater than 100 because a worker may list up
to thirty-one specific findings for each child.
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Probable Cause Child Abuse/Neglect

Physical Abuse

Duringtheyear 2,498 childrenwerefound probablecauseunder thecategory of physical abuse. Amongthese
children the most common age group was 10 - 14 years, followed by ages5 - 9.

Physically Abused
Children by Age, 2000

0/ —
3.0% 31.1%
25.0%
20.4%

20.0% -
15.0% - 12.3%
10.0% -

5.0% -

0.0% - 1 1 1

<1 agel-4 age5-9 age10-14 age15-17

Physically Abused
Childrenby Age, 2000
Age  Number Percent  Age Number Per cent
<1 192 7.7% 10 162 6.5%
1 119 4.8% 11 138 5.5%
2 146 5.8% 12 165 6.6%
3 127 5.1% 13 148 5.9%
4 118 4.7% 14 163 6.5%
5 117 4.7% 15 146 5.8%
6 154 6.2% 16 128 5.1%
7 162 6.5% 17 34 1.4%
8 143 5.7% Unknown 1 0.0%
9 135 5.4% 2,498 100.0%

Note:  Thisisaduplicated count of children because a child may be found probable cause for physical abuse more
than one time during the year.
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Probable Cause Child Abuse/Neglect

Physically Abused
Children by Sex, 2000

Femde
43%

» Fifty-sevenpercent (57%) of physicaly
abused children were male and forty-
threepercent (43%) werefemale.

Male
57%

Physically Abused
Children by Race, 2000

Black Other*

30% 2%

»  Sixty-eight percent (68%) of physicaly
abused childrenwerewhiteand thirty
percent (30%) wereblack.

68%

* Other includesAsian, Native
American, Other and Unknown.

Sex and Race of Physically Abused Children, 2000

Number Percent Number Percent

Male 1,432 57.3% White 1,706 68.3%
Female 1,066 42. 7% Black 745 29.8%
2,498 100.0% Asian 13 0.5%

Native American 6 0.2%

Other 3 0.1%

Unknown 25 1.0%

2,498 100.0%
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Probable Cause Child Abuse/Neglect

Physically Abused Children by M onth of Report, 2000

* March hadthehighestincidenceof physically abused childrenwith 252 . Thenumber of physically abused
childrenflunctuated throughout theyear beforefalling tothelow for theyear inDecember with 159 children.

For physically abused children, themost frequently reported worker findingswerebruises, weltsor red marks
and other physical abuseor injury. Lack of supervisonisalso cited quitefrequently, suggesting that neglect may
occurinsomeabusivesituations. Thetenmost oftenreportedworker findingsfor physically abused children

arelisted below.

Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec

January 194 300 7
February 203 i
March 252 250
April 187

2 1
May 221 00
June 226

150 +
July 220
AUgUﬁ 204 100 —+
September 185
October 236 50 -
November 211
December 159 0 | | | | |

2,498

Worker Findingsfor Physically Abused Children, 2000

Bruises, welts, red marks

Other physical abuse or injury
Lack of supervision

Abrasions, lacerations
Inappropriately giving drugs
Blaming, verbal abuse, threatening
Wounds, cuts, punctures

Burns, scalding

Fractures (other than skull)

Other abuse/neglect

thirty-one specific findings for each child.

Number Per cent
1,567 62.7%
715 28.6%
381 15.3%
258 10.3%
168 6.7%
155 6.2%
116 4.6%
89 3.6%
88 3.5%
88 3.5%

Percent is the percentage of al physically abused children. Percent total is greater than 100 because a worker may list up to
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Probable Cause Child Abuse/Neglect

Child Abuse/Neglect Fatalities

Thenumber of probablecausefatalitiesin 2000 decreased comparedto 1999. Forty-six childrendied asaresult
of child abuse/neglect in 1999, comparedto thirty-fivein2000.

These figures only represent children whose deaths are brought to the attention of DFS. Recent media
attention, both on a state and national level, hasfocused on children whose deaths were never brought
to the attention of the proper authorities despite the suspicious nature of their deaths. When fatal child
abusegoesundetected, other childreninthehomeand community remainat risk.

Effective August 28, 2000, if themedical examiner or coroner determinesthat thechild died of natural causes
whileunder medical carefor anestablished natural disease, thecoroner, medical examiner, or physicianshall
notify thedivisonof thechild'sdeath. Inall other cases, themedical examiner or coroner shall accept thereport
for investigation, shall immediately notify thedivision of thechild'sdeath asrequired under section 58.452,
RSMo, and shall report thefindingsto thechildfatality review panel established pursuant to section210.192,
RSMo.

Thenumber of fatalitiesreported during any givenyear may changeasaresult of pendinginvestigations, changes
inconclusions, and deathsnot reportedinatimely manner.

ProbableCauseFatalities
1996 - 2000

60

1996 1997 1998 1999 2000
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Probable Cause Child Abuse/Neglect

Probable Cause Fatalities
by Ageof Child, 2000

60.0%

54.3%

50.0% -

40.0% -

30.0% -

20.0% -

10.0% -

0.0% -
<1 agel-4 age5-9 age10-14

» Ofthe35childreninvolvedinprobablecausefatalitiesduring 2000, themajority wereunder 5 yearsof age.

Probable CauseFatalities
by Ageof Child, 2000

Age  Number Percent Age Number  Percent
<1 19 54.3% 10 1 2.9%
1 4 11.4% 11 0 0.0%

2 2 5.7% 12 0 0.0%

3 2 5.7% 13 0 0.0%

4 1 2.9% 14 1 2.9%

5 1 2.9% 15 0 0.0%

6 1 2.9% 16 0 0.0%

7 2 5.7% 17 0 0.0%

8 1 2.9% Unknown 0 0.0%

9 0 0.0% 35 100.0%

Note:  The number of probable cause fatalites represents an unduplicated count of children.
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Probable Cause Child Abuse/Neglect

Probable Cause Fatalities
by Sex, 2000

» Fifty-seven percent (57%) of childrenin-
volved in probable cause fatalities were
male and forty-three percent (43%) were
femde.

57%

ProbableCauseFatalities
by Race, 2000

Black

»  Seventy-four percent (74%) of children
involvedinprobablecausefatditieswere
whiteandtwenty-sx (26%) wereblack.

74%

Sex and Race of Probable Cause Fatalities, 2000

Number  Percent Number  Percent

Male 20 57.1% White 26 74.3%
Female 15 42.9% Black 9 25.7%
35 100.0% 35 100.0%
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Probable Cause Child Abuse/Neglect

Probable Cause Fatalities
by Category of Abuse/Neglect, 2000

80.0% 74.3%
70.0% -
60.0% -
50.0% -
40.0% -
30.0% -
20.0% -
10.0% -

0.0% -

Neglect Physical Abuse Medical Neglect Sexua Maltreatment

*  Amagjority, seventy-four percent (74%), of the CA/N fatalitieswerecaused, at least inpart, by neglect.
Physical abuse was present in sixty percent (60%) of the CA/N fatalities. Medical neglect and sexual
maltreatment also contributed to somechildfatalities.

ProbableCauseFatalities
by Category of Abuse/Neglect, 2000

Number Per cent
Neglect 26 74.3%
Physical Abuse 21 60.0%
Medical Neglect 2 5.7%
Sexual Maltreatment 1 2.9%

Percent is the percentage of total probable cause fatalities. Percent total is greater than 100 because a child may be found
probable cause for up to thirty-one categories of abuse/neglect.
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Perpetrator Demographics

Relationship of Probable Cause Per petr ator to Probable Cause Child, 2000

Other*
25%

Natural parent
Stepparent 61%
7%
Parent's paramour
7%

*  Otherincludesthefollowing: Grandparent, Sibling, I nstitutional staff, Child careprovider, Foster parent, Adoptiveparent,
School personnel, Spouse/paramour, Other relative and Unknown.

* Themost commontypeof alleged perpetrator wasthenatural parent of thechild.

Alleged Per petrator sand Pr obable Cause Per petrator s
by Relationship toChild, 2000
Alleged Probable Cause Per cent Found

Perpetrators Per petrators Probable Cause
Natural parent 69,331 7,190 10.4%
Parent's paramour 5,928 818 13.8%
Stepparent 5,481 832 15.2%
Unknown 3,821 503 13.2%
Other 3,194 973 30.5%
Grandparent 2,593 347 13.4%
Other relative 2,060 514 25.0%
Sibling 785 170 21.7%
Institutional staff 769 179 23.3%
Foster parent 628 54 8.6%
Child care provider 618 65 10.5%
School personnel 523 46 8.8%
Adoptive parent 490 58 11.8%
Self 29 6 20.7%
Spouse/paramour 11 3 27.3%

Note: Total counts of perpetrators exceed total counts of children because a child may have more than

one perpetrator.
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Perpetrator Demographics

Probable Cause Per petrators

by Sex, 2000
Unknown
3%
Femde
42%

Theraceof probablecauseper-
petrators is similar to that of
probable cause children. Sev-
enty-six percent (76%) were
white and eighteen percent

» Fifty-five percent (55%) of all
probablecauseperpetratorswere
male. Forty-two percent (42%)

werefemale.

ProbableCausePer petrator s
by Race, 2000

Other*

Black 6%
18%

(18%) wereblack.
White
76%
* Other includesAsian, Native American, and Unknown.
Sex and Race of Probable Cause Per petrator s, 2000
Number Percent Number Percent
Male 4,620 55.0% 6,364 75.8%
Female 3,521 41.9% 1,547 18.4%
Unknown 256 3.0% 22 0.3%
8,397 100.0% Native American 15 0.2%

Note: Thisis a duplicated count of perpetrators. An aleged perpetrator may be found probable cause for more than

one incident during the year.

Unknown 449 5.3%

8,397  100.0%
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Perpetrator Demographics

40.0% ~

35.0% -

30.0% -

25.0% -

20.0% -

15.0% -~

10.0% -

5.0% -

Probable Cause Per petrators

33.5%

27.9%

by Age, 2000

16.0%

0.0%

7.0% I

<20 20-29  30-39

9.6%
4.2%
. 13%  05%
! ! ! N |

50-59

40-49

60-69 70+ Unknown

»  Sixty-onepercent (61%) of all perpetratorswere between 20 and 39 yearsof age.

ProbableCausePer petrator s

by Age, 2000

Number  Percent

<20 586 7.0%
20-29 2,344 27.9%
30-39 2,809 33.5%
40-49 1,344 16.0%
50-59 351 4.2%
60-69 112 1.3%
70+ 44 0.5%
Unknown 807 9.6%
8,397 100.0%

Note: Thisisaduplicated count of perpetrators. An alleged perpetrator may be found
probable cause for more than one incident during the year.
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Perpetrator Demographics

Children's Services Workers may indicate up to four Observed Per petrator Characteristics for each
probablecauseperpetrator of child abuse/neglect. Thesecharacteristicsareusedtodevelopclient profilesand
help illustrate which services may be beneficial to afamily. For instance, if perpetrators have unrealistic
expectations of children, providing information on child development can help teach more appropriate

disciplinary techniques.

* In2000, themost prevalent perpetrator characteristicwashaving unredlisticexpectationsof achild, which
wasthecasefor approximately thirty-six percent (36%) of theprobablecause perpetrators. Socia workers
described seventeen percent (17%) of the perpetrators as having no apparent mental or emotiona
disturbanceand sixteen percent (16%) ashavinglost control during discipline.

Unrealistic expectations of child

No apparent mental/emotional disturbance
Loss of control during discipline

I mmaturity

Unemployed

Low self-esteem

Other drug-related problem(s)
Alcohol-related problem(s)

Amenable to services

Mental/emotional disturbance

History of criminal activity

Pattern of violent behavior

No oneto call onintime of crisis
Adequate support system

Parental history of abuse/neglect as a child
Less than high school education
Institutional report/unknown perpetrator
High school education or higher

Mental retardation

llIness

I ncapacity due to physical handicap
Other

may list up to four characteristicsfor each perpetrator.

Char acteristicsof Probable Cause Per petrator s, 2000

Number Percent
3,002 35.8%
1,449 17.3%
1,360 16.2%
1,215 14.5%
1,168 13.9%
1,022 12.2%

989 11.8%
904 10.8%
898 10.7%
737 8.8%
675 8.0%
549 6.5%
531 6.3%
483 5.8%
422 5.0%
317 3.8%
177 2.1%
163 1.9%
109 1.3%

87 1.0%

44 0.5%

42 0.5%

Percent isthe percentage of total probable cause perpetrators. Percent total isgreater than 100 because aworker
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Child Protection System: Family Assessment Approach

Missouri's Child Protection Services system culminated from a collaborative effort between the Division
of Family Services (DFS), elective officials, community organizations and private citizens. Senate Bill
595 (SB 595) was signed into law in 1994 and expanded statewide in 1998. The primary focus of SB
595isto protect children from abuse/neglect intheleast disruptive and intrusive way, that recognizesthe
value of the family. In addition, the protection is provided in the most efficient and effective manner
possible within the framework of state, community, and family resources.

The definition of child abuse/neglect and the criteriafor reporting (including mandated reporting) remain
the same. The most significant change to the Child Protection Services system is how the division
respondsto reports of child abuse or neglect. When alocal county office receives areport, thereport is
screened to determine the appropriate intervention method. |If the report indicates behaviors that
constitute criminal violation, the response to the report is an evidentiary, fact-finding Investigation. It
is DFS policy to notify the appropriate local law enforcement agency to assist in the Investigation.

Reportsof childabuseor neglect that do not fall into thecategory of criminal violationmay berespondedto by
conductingaFamily Assessment. Themainpurposeof aFamily Assessment isto determinethechild'ssafety
andthefamily'sneedsfor services. Takinganon-punitive assessment approach hascreated anenvironment
that assiststhefamily and socia worker indeveloping arapport and building onexisting strengthsto createa
mutually agreed upon plan. The attention is centered on long term effects of the intervention (success =
independence) versusanindividua incident (failure=dependence).

IN1994, theMissouri Genera Assembly mandated atwo-year independent evaluation of the Family Assessment
approachto addressing child abuse/neglect (CA/N). Theevaluationconcludedthat thesafety of childrenwas
improved, CA/N reportsdecreased, familiesreceived servicesmorequickly, familiesweremorecooperative,
and community resourceutilizationincreased. Additionally, thecommunity joined together incoordinating
availableresourcesto assist childrenand familiesinneed. Thesecommunitieshave continued to meet today's
challengesbyworkingto develop resourcesto better addressneeds.
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Child Protection System: Family Assessment Approach

Insummary, aninvestigativedelivery approachisdesigned to focustheeffortsof DFSand law enforcement on
reports that indicate a crime had been committed. The remaining families are served through Family
Assessments, inorder to addressany serviceneeds. Familieswho areinvestigated and thosewho receivethe
Family Assessment responsebothreceive prompt and effectivedelivery of servicesinorder to addresstheir
needs.

Track assignments determine which approach, assessment or investigation, a hotline call will take.
Reports that initially receive a track assignment of assessment may not, however, be concluded
assessment (i.e., servicesneeded, servicesnot needed, or non-cooperative/child safe). Assessment tracks
not concluded as such may have conclusions of unableto locate, located out of state, or home schooling.
Therefore, the statisticson pages 35, 36, and 41 are not based on 30,960, the number of reportsconcluded
assessment, but onthenumber of reportsassigned atrack of assessment. Thenumber of reportsduring 2000
assigned atrack of assessment equaled 32,465.

Thefamily assessment approach beganin selected countiesin1995. By June 1999 all countieshad
implemented thefamily assessment approach.

Reports M ade in Demonstration Areas by Type of Response
During 2000

Other*
2%

Investigations
34%

Assessments
64%

* Includes incidents with the conclusion of Inappropriate Report and incidents in which the
conclusions are pending and the final response assignment could not be determined.
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Child Protection System: Family Assessment Approach

Child Protection System
Family Assessmentsby Conclusion

During 2000

60% 55%
50% -
40% -
30% -
20% -
10% -

0% -

ServicesNeeded  Services Not Non- Other*
Needed Cooperative/Child
Safe

» Ofthe32,465reportsassignedtothefamily assessment track, thirty-seven percent (37%) of thefamilies
wereinneed of services, fifty-five percent (55%) did not need services, and only four percent (4%) were
non-cooperative.

» Ofthel7,312reportsassignedtotheinvestigativetrack, forty percent (40%) werefound probablecause.

Child Protection System
I nvestigationsby Conclusion

During 2000

50% T 47%

40% -

30% -

20% -

10% +

0% -
Probable Cause Unsubgtantiated - Unsubgtantiated Other*

PSI

Note: ServicesNeeded includes Services Needed-Linked I nitial 30 Daysand Services Needed-Family Declined.

* Other includes Unable to Locate, Inappropriate Report, Located Out of State and Home Schooling (based on response
assignment)
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Child Protection System: Family Assessment Approach

Child Demogr aphics

Family Assessment
Childrenby Age, 2000

35.0% T 33.0%

30.0% 27.7%

25.0% - 23.0%

20.0%

15.0%
9.7%
10.0%
5.0%
5.0% + -
0.0% ‘

1.6%
‘ . -

<1 agel-4 age 5-9 age10-14  age15-17 Unknown

* Duringtheyear 49,863 childrenwereinvolvedinreportsscreened family assessment. Themost common
agegroup for thesechildrenwas5 - 9 years, followed by ages 10 - 14. Relatively few (5%) childrenon
family assessment reportswerelessthanoneyear old.

Family Assessment
Children by Age, 2000
Age Number Percent Age Number  Percent
<1 2,497 5.0% 10 2,992 6.0%
1 2,770 5.6% 11 2,852 5.7%
2 2,981 6.0% 12 2,615 5.2%
3 2,854 5.7% 13 2,715 5.4%
4 2,862 5.7% 14 2,641 5.3%
5 2,987 6.0% 15 2,500 5.0%
6 3,424 6.9% 16 1,645 3.3%
7 3,411 6.8% 17 686 1.4%
8 3,394 6.8% Unknown 804 1.6%
9 3,233 6.5% 49,863 100%
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Child Protection System:

Family Assessment Approach

Family Assessment
Children by Sex, 2000

Male
51%

49%

»  Seventy-four percent (74%) of family
as=ssment childrenwerewhiteandtwenty-
four percent (24%) wereblack.

» Fifty-one percent (51%) of family
assessment children were male and
forty-nine percent (49%) were
female.

Family Assessment
Children by Race, 2000

Other*
Black 204

24%

White
74%

* QOther includesAsian, Native American, Other
and Unknown.

Number Percent

Sex and Race of Family Assessment Children, 2000

Male 25,180 50.5%
Female 24,595 49.3%
Unknown 88 0.2%

49,863 100%

119 0.2%

Native American 152 0.3%
28 0.1%

Unknown 571 1.1%

Number Percent
36,882 74.0%
12,111 24.3%

49,863  100.0%
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Child Protection System: Family Assessment Approach

Child Demographics

Services Needed
Childrenby Age, 2000

35.0% - 32.4%
30.7%
30.0% -
25.0% -
20.5%
20.0% -|
15.0% -
10.6%
10.0% -
4, 9%
5.0% -
0.9%
0.0% ! EE——
agel-4 age5-9 age10-14  age 15-17 Unknown

*  Duringtheyear 19,360 childrenhad afamily assessment conclusonof servicesneeded. Themost common
agegroup for these childrenwas5 - 9 years, followed by ages 10 - 14.

Services Needed
Children by Age, 2000
Age Number Percent Age Number  Percent
<1 956 5.5% 10 1,197 5.7%
1 1,003 5.6% 11 1,154 5.7%
2 1,013 5.2% 12 1,128 5.7%
3 985 5.5% 13 1,233 6.4%
4 977 5.2% 14 1,222 6.8%
5 1,110 5.8% 15 1,105 5.4%
6 1,351 6.5% 16 689 3.8%
7 1,276 6.9% 17 265 1.4%
8 1,277 6.4% Unknown 168 0.5%
9 1,251 6.2% 19,360 100%

Note: ServicesNeeded Includes Services Needed-Linked I nitial 30 Daysand Services Needed-Family Declined.
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Child Protection System: Family Assessment Approach

Services Needed
Children by Sex, 2000

Male

50% *  In2000, fifty percent (50%) of services

Female needed childrenweremale.

50%

Services Needed
Children by Race, 2000

Other*
Black 2%

» Seventy percent (70%) of services
needed childrenwerewhite and twenty-
eight percent (28%) were black.

70%

* OtherincludesAsian, Native American, Other
and Unknown.

Sex and Race of Services Needed Children, 2000

Number  Percent Number  Percent

Mae 9,595 49.6% White 13,658 70.5%
Female 9,744 50.3% Black 5,394 27.9%
Unknown 21 0.1% Asian 46 0.2%
19,360 100.0% Native Americar 58 0.3%

Other 7 0.0%

Unknown 197 1.0%

19,360  100.0%

Note: Services Needed Includes Services Needed-Linked Initial 30 Days and Services Needed-Family Declined.
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Child Protection System: Family Assessment Approach

Thegoalsof thefamily assessment approachareto assurechild safety, addressthestrengthsof thefamily and
toidentify andtreat thefamily'sneeds. Servicesand supportsfor familiesaredesignedto build onthestrengths
and resources of families and communities. In keeping with this philosophy, the list of Obser ved Family
Char acteristicswasexpandedtoincludemorestrength-based characteristics. Someof thenew characteristics
areextended family support systems, problem-solving skillsand good physical/mental hedlth.

* Inforty-threepercent (43%) of theassessments, thefamilieshad adequateliving conditions. Thirty percent
(30%) of theassessmentsinvolved singleparent households. Other frequently cited characteristicsinclude
familiesamenableto services, stablefamily relationship, appropriate parenting skillsand extended family
support system. Thetop 25 characteristicsarelisted below.

Child Protection System Family Assessment Appr oach
Characteristicsof FamiliesInvolved in Family Assessments
During 2000

Number Per cent
Adeguate living conditions 13,894 42.8%
Single parent household 9,629 29.7%
Amenable to services 9,267 28.5%
Stable family relationship/household 6,616 20.4%
Appropriate parenting skills 6,542 20.2%
Extended family support system 3,355 10.3%
Lack of parenting skills 2,797 8.6%
Heavy continuous child care responsibility 2,023 6.2%
Recent/frequent relocation 1,542 4.7%
Recent loss/addition to household members 1,513 4.7%
I nsufficient/misuse of income 1,463 4.5%
Marital problems 1,456 4.5%
New baby in home/pregnancy 1,161 3.6%
Crowded living conditions 1,121 3.5%
L oss of employment 1,019 3.1%
Domestic violence 994 3.1%
Community/cultural support 948 2.9%
Problem-solving skills 818 2.5%
Other drug related problem(s) 658 2.0%
Alcohol related problem(s) 627 1.9%
No history of violence 591 1.8%
Social isolation 582 1.8%
Stable marriage 541 1.7%
Good physical/mental health 533 1.6%
Teen parent(s) 522 1.6%

Percent is the percentage of total family assessments. Percent total is greater than 100 because up to 15 family
characteristics may be reported for each family assessment.
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Child Protection System: Family Assessment Approach

» Thecharacteristicsfor familiesinvolved ininvestigationsare similar in rank to those of familiesinthe
assessment response. Inthirty-four percent (34%) of theinvestigations, thefamilieswereamenableto
sarvices. Adequateliving conditions, singleparent household, parenting skills, and stablefamily relationships
werea so cited frequently.

» Invedtigations had ahigher percentage(34%o) of familiesamenableto servicesthan did assessments(29%).
Investigated familieshad alower percentage(31%) of familieswithadequateliving conditions, thandid
assessment families(43%). Thetop 25 characteristicsarelisted below.

Child Protection System: Family Assessment Appr oach
Characteristicsof Familieslnvolved in I nvestigations
During 2000

Number Percent
Amenable to services 5,863 33.9%
Adeguate living conditions 5,344 30.9%
Single parent household 4,144 23.9%
Lack of parenting skills 2,419 14.0%
Appropriate parenting skills 2,348 13.6%
Stable family relationship/household 2,316 13.4%
Heavy continuous child care responsibility 1,068 6.2%
Extended family support system 1,017 5.9%
Domestic violence 905 5.2%
Marital problems 848 4.9%
I nsufficient/misuse of income 740 4.3%
Recent/frequent relocation 732 4.2%
Recent loss/addition to household members 673 3.9%
New baby in home/pregnancy 655 3.8%
Other drug related problem(s) 623 3.6%
Alcohol related problem(s) 592 3.4%
Crowded living conditions 532 3.1%
L oss of employment 334 1.9%
Social isolation 283 1.6%
Community/cultural support 264 1.5%
Teen parent(s) 250 1.4%
Problem-solving skills 241 1.4%
Role reversal 225 1.3%
Stable marriage 185 1.1%
No history of violence 166 1.0%

Percent isthepercentageof total reportsassignedtotheinvestigativetrack. Percent total isgreater than 100 because
up to 15 family characteristics may be reported for each investigation.
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Prevention/Treatment Services

DFShasseveral programsdesignedto providetreatment and to help prevent futureoccurrenceof child abuse
andneglect.

Parental Stress Helpline: A DFS Parental Stress Helpline is available for parents who feel over-
whelmed with parental pressures and responsibilities. The Helpline offers on-line crisis counseling to
parents and provides referral information about local agencies which offer additional or more intensive
services. The Helpline operates seven days aweek, 24 hoursaday. The toll-free telephone number of
thisemergency serviceis1-800-367-2543. CallstotheParenta StressHelplinemay beanonymous. However,
ifinformationisgiventhat indicateschild abuse/neglect hastaken place, andidentifyinginformationisprovided,
theinformationmust beforwardedto the DFScounty officefor investigation.

Family-center ed Services(FCS): FCSareprovidedtofamiliesand childrenintheir ownhomeswhenachild
abuse/neglect investigation hasbeen concluded Probable Cause, Unsubstantiated- Preventive Services|I ndi-
cated or Family Assessment-ServicesNeeded. Theseservicesarealso providedtofamilieswho voluntarily
seek helpandto familieswhosechildrenareplaced out of thehome. Servicesareprovidedfollowingafamily-
centered assessment to identify risk issues, family strengthsand service needs. A family treatment planis
developed withthefamily to help them changethe conditionswhich brought themto the attention of DFS.
Servicesaredesignedto helpthefamily direct their ownaffairsand providesuitablecarefor thechildren. The
primary purposeof FCSistoimproveand maintainthefamily unit or to reunify thefamily whendternativecare
servicesareprovided. Servicesincludearangeof treatment and support services. Thefamily treatment plan
determineswhether servicesareprovided by DFSstaff and/or purchased or provided by community agencies.
Purchased servicesincludeday care, family and/or individual counsdling, home-based, family-centered services,
evaluationand diagnosis, homemaker servicesandrespitecare, amongothers.

* During2000therewere 12,661 FCS casesopenedin Missouri.
*  From1996through2000, thirty-fivepercent (35%) of all FCScaseopeningsweretheresult of aprobable

abuseinvestigativeconclusion. Twelvepercent (12%) of all FCScaseopeningsweretheresult of afamily
assessment conclusion.

* In2000, twenty-five percent (25%) of all FCS case openingsweretheresult of aFamily Assessment.
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Prevention/Treatment Services

Family-center ed Services Case Openings by Reason for Opening
1996 - 2000

16,000 —
14,000
12,000 -
10,000 —+
8,000 +
6,000 +
4,000 +

0 | | |

1996 1997 1998 1999 2000

B Probable Cause CA/N 0O Family Assessment @ Other* \

* Other includes Family Requests Preventive Services, Court Order and Newborn Crisis Assessment.

IntensivelnHome Services(11S): |1 Sareintensvein-homeservicesdesignedto prevent unnecessary out-
of-homeplacement of children. Anin-homespeciaist providesavariety of servicestotheentirefamily toaddress
thecrisisthat would normally necessitateout-of-homecarefor achild. Servicesaredeliveredimmediately at
thetimeof crisisand aretime-limited, usually four to six weeks. In-homespecialistscarry small caseloadsof
twotothreefamilies. Thisenablesthemto spendasmuchtimewiththefamily asneeded. Theemphasisof 11S
isonstrengthening theentirefamily by improvingitsproblem-solving capabilitiesand teaching themnecessary
lifeskills. Amongother services, familiesmay receivefamily therapy, individual and marital counseling, parenting
education, childdevelopment training, household maintenanceand nutritiona training, jobreadinesstrainingand
referralsto other community resources. Familiesauthorizedfor 11Smay havechildrenwho havebeen abused
or neglected, have committed a status offense, have displayed delinquent behavior, or who are seriously
emotionally disturbed and areat imminent risk of being removed fromthehome. Thisserviceisvoluntary and
at least onecaretaker must bewillingto participate.
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Prevention/Treatment Services

Out-of-HomePlacement: Out-of-homecareisprovidedinsituationswhereaparent or parentsareincapable
of providingachild or childrenwithadequatesocial, emotional and physical care. Out-of-homeisdefinedas
careprovidedinlicensedfoster or approvedrelativefamily homes, inlicensed resdential facilities, or inlicensed
foster grouphomes. Theserviceprovidessubstitutesettingsfor children. Childrenareplaced only afteritis
determinedthat they cannot remainat home.

CrisisNurseries. Thefirst state-funded crisis nurseries began providing services to children and their
familiesin May 1993. There are nine of these facilities. Crisis nurseries are child care facilities which
protect children by providing asafe environment at atime when the chances of abuse/neglect inthe home
areincreased. Parents voluntarily request and arrange this service directly with the crisis nursery.

Child Abuse/Neglect Review Boar d: Divisonof Family Services social workersreachaconclusononeach
childabuse/neglect investigationand notify theparentsand alleged perpetrator (if different thantheparents) by
letter of theconclusion. Insomeinvestigationswheretheconclusionisprobablecause, thealleged perpetrator
may disagreewiththefinding. Thealleged perpetrator may appeal totheChild Abuse/Neglect Review Board
for review of theinvestigation by contacting thelocal DFSofficewithin60 daysof thenotificationof thefinding.
If thereare pending criminal charges, therequest may be made 60 daysfromthe court'sfinal dispositionor
dismissal of charges. If convicted, thereisno appeal.

The Child Abuse/Neglect Review Board consists of two boards of nine private citizens appointed by the
Governor. Theseboardseach meet twice per monthto review child abuse/neglect appeals. They listento
testimony fromDFSstaff, thealleged perpetrator, and representativesof thechild and thenmakeadecisionto
upholdor reversetheoriginal DFSdecision. During 2000, thereview board heard 184 cases. Thepercentage
of casesupheld by the Board was 68.5%.

Following the Child Abuse and Neglect Review Board's disposition, the alleged perpetrator will have 30
days to request ajudicial review.

Background Screening and I nvestigation Unit: The Background Screening and Investigation Unit
conducts background checks through the child abuse/neglect systemsin DFS. These checks are run on
prospectivefoster and adoptive parentsfor DFSand for current or prospectiveemployeesinthechild care
industry (day care, residential care providers, schools, etc.). The purpose of the unit is to provide
information on potential employees so that a prospective employer can assessif the personisappropriate
to carefor children. During 2000, theunit processed 175,686 background checks.
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Prevention/Treatment Services

Mandated Reporter Referrals: The state child abuse/neglect law mandates certain professions
(mandated reporters) to make a report to the Missouri Division of Family Services when they have
reasonable causeto suspect that achild hasbeen or may be subjected to abuse or neglect. However, many
timesthe mandated reporter may not suspect abuse or neglect but has some other concern about afamily.

Effective July 1996 the divison implemented a policy to accept referrals of concern from a mandated
reporter which doesnot riseto thelevel of aCA/N report. Thedivisionrefersto these callsasMandated
Reporter Referrals. This serviceis being provided because division staff are often aware of community
resources available to families and to continue the positive communication between DFS staff and
mandated reporters. The reporter will be told by the hotline social worker whether their call is being
accepted as a hotline report or as a Mandated Reporter Referral. Mandated Reporter Referrals will be
reported immediately to the appropriate county DFS Office.

Local DFS staff will contact the reporter withinthree working days of thereport, or the next working day
if the report is received on a Friday, to discuss the situation with the mandated reporter and mutually
determine the most appropriate action to betaken. The exceptionisif the report indicates an emergency
situation the reporter will be contacted as soon as possible. While the division in a few situations may
offer servicesto families, the primary purposeisto help the mandated reporter make community support
connections for the family. The following are possible responses to the referrals:

» Themandated reporter ismade aware of appropriate community resources and providesreferralsfor
the family.

» Thereporter or DFS staff contact the family by telephoneto assist the family inarranging appropriate
referrals.

» DFS staff vidit the family to obtain additional information and assess the needs of the family.

 DFS «aff determine that, based upon additiona information, a child abuse/neglect report is
necessary.

* During2000therewere 15,240 Mandated Reporter Referrals.
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Prevention/Treatment Services

Newborn Crisis Assessments and Services: DFS collaborates with the Department of Health in
conjunction with Department of Mental Health and Department of Elementary and Secondary
Education to address the increasing problem of substance abusing pregnant women and drug
exposed infants. Missouri law requires the Departments of Health, Mental Health, Elementary and
Secondary Education, and Socia Services (DFS) to provide a non-punitive system of educational
and treatment services related to the prenatal consumption of alcohol and other drugs. This inter-
departmental effort is known as the Perinatal Substance Abuse Advisory Council. This council
meets quarterly to discuss issues related to the needs of the drug-exposed infant, substance abusing
pregnant women, assessment process, training, accessing available resources, legidative and policy
changes.

Between November 1992 and May 2000, Department of Health, Bureau of Family Health and
Special Health Care Needs teamed up with DFS to create and present the law and policy
implementation of Newborn Crisis Assessment Referrals across the state. The material was
presented in ten locales across Missouri, to approximately 765 persons. The participants included
the following professionals: DFS staff, Nurses, Physicians, Social Workers, Police Officers,
Juvenile Officers, Lawyers, Foster Parents, Department of Health Administrators and staff, and the
Department of Mental Health Administrators and staff.

In most instances, DFS receives a Newborn Crisis Assessment Referral, via the CA/N hotline,
from the physician or health care provider, who requests DFS to conduct an assessment to
determine the caretaker's suitability to care for an infant, or to provide protective services as
directed by a physician. Following the completion of the Newborn Crisis Assessment, DFS
coordinates services with the Department of Health and Department of Mental Health. Service
Coordinators in the Department of Health's Bureau of Special Health Care Needs will provide
health and developmental screenings throughout their involvement with the family. Department of
Mental Health provides drug treatment services for the substance abusing parent, as well as the
family. In2000, theDivisonreceived 1,274 reportsfrommedical professionasfor drug-exposedinfants
and subsequent assessment for servicesby DFS.

Children reported to the Division for abuse and neglect are sometimes identified during the
investigation processashaving beenexposed prenatally to drugs. 1n2000, 139 childrenreportedtothe
hotlinefor abuseand neglect wereidentified asdrug exposed.
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AppendixA.

2000Reported I ncidentsby Area, County and Conclusion

PROBABLE
CAUSE UNSUB.-PSI UNSUB. FA OTHER
AREA COUNTY Number % Number % Number % Number % Number % TOTAL
AREA 1 ANDREW 14 1.1 2 16 16 12.7 86 68.3 8 6.3 126
ATCHISON 2 48 0 0 0 0 37 88.1 3 71 2
BUCHANAN 130 11.3 7 0.6 235 20.4 710 616 71 62 1153
CALDWELL 10 89 10 89 7 6.3 76 67.9 9 8 112
CARROLL 31 24.2 0 0 24 18.8 70 54.7 3 23 128
CASS 80 137 26 44 a4 75 420 717 16 2.7 586
CHARITON 6 125 0 0 5 10.4 35 72.9 2 42 48
CLAY 200 15.9 16 13 188 15 792 63 61 49 1257
CLINTON 23 15 6 39 9 59 104 68 11 7.2 153
COOPER 13 117 8 7.2 16 14.4 64 57.7 10 9 111
DAVIESS 11 20.4 8 14.8 5 9.3 28 51.9 2 37 54
DE KALB 4 71 6 10.7 6 10.7 36 64.3 4 71 56
GENTRY 7 14.9 0 0 5 10.6 32 68.1 3 6.4 47
GRUNDY 9 8.4 2 1.9 16 15 72 67.3 8 75 107
HARRISON 10 154 2 31 3 46 48 738 2 31 65
HOLT 3 7.3 1 24 4 9.8 33 80.5 0 0 41
HOWARD 8 116 3 43 16 232 34 493 8 11.6 69
JOHNSON 48 134 23 6.4 40 11.2 236 66.1 10 28 357
LAFAYETTE 58 2 17 6.4 55 20.8 120 455 14 53 264
LINN 11 85 3 23 17 132 96 74.4 2 16 129
LIVINGSTON 16 15.8 3 3 18 17.8 57 56.4 7 6.9 101
MERCER 0 0 0 0 1 71 13 92.9 0 0 14
NODAWAY 7 6.5 5 47 4 37 87 813 4 37 107
PETTIS 73 16.7 5 11 50 11.4 304 69.4 6 14 438
PLATTE 41 10 8 2 40 9.8 298 72.9 22 54 409
PUTNAM 8 15.1 4 75 7 132 33 62.3 1 1.9 53
RANDOLPH 73 24.3 30 10 100 333 82 27.3 15 5 300
RAY 28 126 4 18 21 95 151 68 18 81 222
SALINE 34 129 9 34 23 8.7 188 71.2 10 38 264
SULLIVAN 6 105 0 0 3 53 43 75.4 5 8.8 57
WORTH 2 11.8 1 59 1 59 13 765 0 0 17
AREA OFFICE 2 333 0 0 1 16.7 1 16.7 2 333 6
*SITE TOTAL* 968 14 209 3 980 142 4,399 63.8 337 49 6893
AREA 2 ADAIR 49 253 33 17 9 46 100 515 3 15 194
AUDRAIN 60 229 19 7.3 57 21.8 118 45 8 31 262
BOONE 121 116 15 14 184 17.6 606 57.9 120 115 1,046
CALLAWAY 46 9.9 9 1.9 93 19.9 295 63.2 24 51 467
CLARK 6 11.8 4 7.8 6 11.8 34 66.7 1 2 51
COLE 89 14.9 46 7.7 175 29.4 240 403 46 7.7 596
FRANKLIN 110 126 38 44 72 83 594 68.3 56 6.4 870
GASCONADE 31 17.9 25 145 33 19.1 67 387 17 9.8 173
JEFFERSON 132 8.4 36 23 75 47 1,248 79 89 56 1,580
KNOX 13 25 6 115 8 15.4 22 423 3 58 52
LEWIS 23 215 19 17.8 15 14 46 43 4 37 107
LINCOLN 50 13 9 23 101 26.2 208 539 18 47 386
MACON 24 15.9 10 6.6 48 318 64 2.4 5 33 151
MARION 39 10.9 26 7.3 54 15.1 220 615 19 53 358
MONROE 6 9.1 6 9.1 10 15.2 a4 66.7 0 0 66
MONTGOMERY 19 131 11 7.6 6 41 105 72.4 4 2.8 145
OSAGE 8 121 8 121 7 10.6 36 545 7 10.6 66
PIKE 35 222 23 14.6 a4 27.8 56 354 0 0 158
RALLS 3 81 1 2.7 8 21.6 24 64.9 1 2.7 37
ST CHARLES 179 11.3 33 21 202 128 1,077 68.1 90 57 1581
SCHUYLER 4 105 4 105 8 21.1 21 55.3 1 26 38
SCOTLAND 11 28.2 2 51 4 10.3 21 53.8 1 26 39
SHELBY 12 154 8 10.3 14 17.9 43 55.1 1 13 78
WARREN 39 17.3 18 8 36 15.9 129 57.1 4 18 226
AREA OFFICE 4 19 0 0 5 2338 11 52.4 1 48 21
*SITE TOTAL* 1,113 127 409 47 1,274 146 5429 62.1 523 6 8748
AREA 3 BOLLINGER 21 21.4 0 0 7 71 63 64.3 7 71 98
BUTLER 60 123 21 43 52 10.7 344 70.6 10 21 487
CAPE GIRARDEAU 53 14.2 6 16 31 83 255 68.5 27 7.3 372
CARTER 19 24.4 8 10.3 6 7.7 45 57.7 0 0 78
CRAWFORD 39 132 5 17 37 125 194 65.8 20 6.8 295
DENT 25 14.9 5 3 14 83 115 68.5 9 54 168
DUNKLIN 82 19.2 29 6.8 69 16.2 241 56.4 6 14 427
HOWELL 62 124 21 42 38 7.6 359 718 20 4 500
IRON 4 4 2 2 16 16.2 76 76.8 1 1 99
MADISON 23 195 14 11.9 11 9.3 69 585 1 0.8 118
MISSISSIPPI 24 17.8 5 37 17 12.6 86 63.7 3 22 135
NEW MADRID 8 47 4 23 9 53 144 84.2 6 35 171
OREGON 9 10 13 144 19 21.1 a4 489 5 56 90
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AppendixA. (continued)

2000Reported I ncidentsby Area, County and Conclusion

PROBABLE
CAUSE UNSUB.-PS| UNSUB. FA OTHER
AREA COUNTY Number % Number % Number % Number % Number % TOTAL
AREA 3 PEMISCOT 13 54 10 42 13 54 201 84.1 2 0.8 239
PERRY 14 126 2 18 7 6.3 81 73 7 6.3 111
REYNOLDS 5 7.9 2 32 6 95 50 79.4 0 0 63
RIPLEY 18 11.3 16 10.1 15 9.4 105 66 5 31 159
ST FRANCOIS 73 10.9 22 33 66 9.8 480 715 30 45 671
STE GENEVIEVE 9 6.3 2 14 20 139 111 771 2 14 144
SCOTT 76 17.1 13 29 65 14.6 278 62.6 12 2.7 444
SHANNON 27 20.8 7 54 22 16.9 69 53.1 5 38 130
STODDARD 26 10.6 10 41 37 15.1 160 65.3 12 49 245
WASHINGTON 49 16.7 3 1 49 16.7 178 60.8 14 48 293
WAYNE 13 7.8 5 3 15 9 127 765 6 36 166
AREA OFFICE 1 9.1 0 0 1 9.1 6 545 3 27.3 11
*SITE TOTAL* 753 132 225 39 642 112 3881 67.9 213 37 5714
AREA 4 BARRY 71 17 8 1.9 59 14.1 256 61.4 23 55 417
BARTON 18 13.2 5 37 15 11 92 67.6 6 44 136
BATES 29 14.6 17 8.6 83 419 63 318 6 3 198
BENTON 15 125 4 33 8 6.7 88 733 5 42 120
CAMDEN a4 14.7 5 17 6 2 229 76.6 15 5 299
CEDAR 25 19.8 5 4 31 24.6 59 46.8 6 48 126
CHRISTIAN 91 215 16 38 90 21.2 203 47.9 24 57 424
DADE 11 145 1 13 14 184 49 64.5 1 13 76
DALLAS 16 104 4 26 9 58 107 69.5 18 11.7 154
DOUGLAS 23 215 2 1.9 21 19.6 58 54.2 3 28 107
GREENE 495 19.2 96 37 689 268 1,070 416 223 87 2573
HENRY 27 105 3 1.2 25 9.7 196 76 7 2.7 258
HICKORY 13 236 4 7.3 10 18.2 26 47.3 2 36 55
JASPER 198 133 56 38 204 137 917 615 117 78 1492
LACLEDE a4 14.2 6 1.9 26 8.4 227 735 6 1.9 309
LAWRENCE 32 7.7 12 29 32 7.7 271 65.5 67 16.2 414
MCDONALD 59 19.9 3 1 26 8.8 200 67.6 8 2.7 296
MARIES 9 134 2 3 10 14.9 2 62.7 4 6 67
MILLER 45 137 14 43 39 11.9 212 64.6 18 55 328
MONITEAU 5 6.4 2 26 4 51 65 833 2 26 78
MORGAN a4 18.9 2 09 37 15.9 140 60.1 10 43 233
NEWTON 99 15.9 24 39 77 124 391 62.8 32 51 623
OZARK 20 25 2 25 18 225 38 475 2 25 80
PHELPS 71 16.6 28 6.6 86 20.1 231 54.1 11 26 427
POLK 38 14.1 9 33 46 17.1 166 617 10 37 269
PULASKI 80 186 20 47 66 15.3 243 56.5 21 49 430
ST CLAIR 14 16.3 0 0 25 29.1 45 52.3 2 23 86
STONE 67 26.2 7 2.7 45 17.6 111 434 26 10.2 256
TANEY 55 13.2 32 7.7 67 16.1 254 60.9 9 22 417
TEXAS 48 17.9 8 3 40 14.9 148 55.2 24 9 268
VERNON 55 185 10 34 35 11.7 190 63.8 8 2.7 298
WEBSTER 39 138 19 6.7 58 20.6 165 585 1 0.4 282
WRIGHT 83 319 19 7.3 27 104 123 47.3 8 31 260
AREA OFFICE 3 16.7 1 56 7 389 5 27.8 2 11.1 18
*SITE TOTAL* 1,986 167 446 38 2035 171 6,680 56.3 727 61 11,874
AREA 5 JACKSON 926 141 153 23 810 123 4131 62.7 564 86 6584
AREA OFFICE 1 20 0 0 0 0 3 60 1 20 5
*SITE TOTAL* 927 141 153 23 810 123 4134 62.7 565 86 6589
AREA 6 ST LOUISCITY 449 10.1 77 17 375 84 3150 70.6 408 92 4459
AREA OFFICE 0 0 0 0 1 83 11 917 0 0 12
*SITE TOTAL* 449 10 77 17 376 84 3161 70.7 408 91 4471
AREA 7 ST LOUIS COUNTY 473 98 128 2.7 594 123 3274 67.8 361 75 4830
AREA OFFICE 0 0 0 0 1 25 2 50 1 25 4
*SITE TOTAL* 473 98 128 26 595 123 3276 67.8 362 75 4834
OTHER OUT HOME INV 202 115 6 03 1510 85.9 0 0 39 22 1757
OUT OF STATE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 56 100 56
*SITE TOTAL* 202 1.1 6 03 1510 833 0 0 95 52 1813
STATE TOTAL 6,871 135 1,653 32 822 16.1 30,960 60.8 3,230 63 50,936

Conclusions are as follows:
Probable Cause - Court Adjudicated and Probable Cause

Unsub.-PSI - Unsubstantiated-Preventive Services Indicated

Unsub. - Unsubstantiated

FA - Family

Days, and Services Needed - Family Declined
Other - Unable to Locate, Inappropriate Report, Located Out of State and Home Schooling

Assessment: Services Needed, Services Not Needed, Non-cooperative/Child Safe, Services Needed-Linked Initia 30
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AppendixB.
2000Reported Childrenby Area, County and Conclusion

CHILDREN
PER THOUSAND
PROBABLE UNSUB.- PROBABLE TOTAL
AREA COUNTY CAUSE PSl UNSUB. FA  OTHER TOTAL CAUSE REPORTED
AREA 1 ANDREW 18 2 22 127 14 183 4.34 44.08
ATCHISON 2 0 2 59 5 68 1.28 43.59
BUCHANAN 179 10 340 1,157 132 1,818 85 86.36
CALDWELL 11 10 8 133 16 178 4.63 74.88
CARROLL 59 0 34 117 7 217 224 82.38
CASS 116 38 63 631 27 875 4.93 37.17
CHARITON 10 0 8 61 4 83 4.57 37.97
CLAY 261 16 261 1,163 103 1,804 5.76 39.82
CLINTON 30 9 12 162 21 234 5.51 43
COOPER 26 13 21 87 20 167 6.67 42.82
DAVIESS 15 10 10 44 5 84 6.82 38.18
DE KALB 5 10 12 66 7 100 2.18 43.69
GENTRY 9 0 6 60 4 79 5.24 46.04
GRUNDY 21 2 19 110 17 169 8.87 714
HARRISON 14 2 5 69 5 95 7.25 49.2
HOLT 5 1 7 51 0 64 35 44.76
HOWARD 9 3 18 57 31 118 3.73 48.94
JOHNSON 71 38 58 365 15 547 5.96 45.93
LAFAYETTE 80 36 81 185 38 420 9.28 48.7
LINN 16 5 26 176 2 225 4.58 64.36
LIVINGSTON 26 3 24 80 14 147 7.59 42.92
MERCER 0 0 4 24 0 28 0 30.34
NODAWAY 8 5 4 129 10 156 1.76 34.23
PETTIS 109 5 62 489 16 681 11.32 70.73
PLATTE 56 8 54 406 36 560 3.07 30.7
PUTNAM 10 6 7 54 2 79 911 71.95
RANDOLPH 115 54 153 120 26 468 19.57 79.66
RAY 38 4 22 225 31 320 5.67 47.78
SALINE 46 14 30 308 14 412 7.99 71.55
SULLIVAN 8 0 4 70 6 88 5.07 55.77
WORTH 2 1 1 15 0 19 3.53 33.57
AREA OFFICE 3 1 2 3 9 0 0
* AREA TOTAL * 1,378 305 1,379 6,802 631 10,495 6.6 50.25
AREA 2 ADAIR 76 46 11 153 5 291 15.67 60
AUDRAIN 84 31 75 182 13 385 13.78 63.18
BOONE 155 22 236 941 254 1,608 5.19 53.84
CALLAWAY 64 12 114 482 34 706 6.53 2
CLARK 8 6 10 58 1 83 4.07 42.17
COLE 149 71 245 381 97 943 8.72 55.2
FRANKLIN 161 60 94 885 87 1,287 6.15 49.17
GASCONADE 48 37 57 102 35 279 12.97 75.39
JEFFERSON 169 54 84 1,886 145 2,338 2.94 40.61
KNOX 17 8 12 35 10 82 16.55 79.84
LEWIS 38 30 17 82 10 177 16.01 74.56
LINCOLN 70 19 170 334 33 626 6.27 56.1
MACON 38 10 67 90 6 211 9.9 54.96
MARION 61 38 73 347 34 553 8.08 73.29
MONROE 8 8 13 2 0 101 32 40.35
MONTGOMERY 26 17 11 178 8 240 8.11 74.86
OSAGE 12 14 8 49 10 93 3.46 26.84
PIKE 48 27 61 79 0 215 10.89 48.8
RALLS 5 2 12 40 2 61 2.05 25.02
ST CHARLES 290 37 278 1,631 168 2,404 3.56 29.49
SCHUYLER 7 5 14 33 1 60 6.26 53.67
SCOTLAND 15 2 6 40 2 65 11.87 51.42
SHELBY 14 11 20 68 1 114 7.91 64.37
WARREN 64 23 59 182 5 333 9.1 47.35
AREA OFFICE 4 0 6 17 1 28 0 0
* AREA TOTAL * 1,631 590 1,753 8,347 962 13,283 5.59 45.52
AREA 3 BOLLINGER 36 0 8 100 11 155 11.45 49.3
BUTLER 105 36 70 553 18 782 10.21 76.02
CAPE GIRARDEAU 71 7 39 406 65 588 4.45 36.84
CARTER 23 12 10 2 0 117 13.4 68.14
CRAWFORD 55 5 50 321 31 462 9.16 76.97
DENT 39 6 15 192 13 265 10.39 70.61
DUNKLIN 124 52 102 382 12 672 14.28 71.37
HOWELL 96 35 52 595 33 811 10.27 86.75
IRON 6 3 19 128 5 161 2.04 54.63
MADISON 37 16 19 103 1 176 12.41 59.04
MISSISSIPPI 36 8 22 133 5 204 9.27 5251
NEW MADRID 9 6 13 254 8 290 1.53 49.31
OREGON 15 23 26 73 9 146 6.14 59.74
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AppendixB. (continued)
2000Reported Childrenby Area, County and Conclusion

CHILDREN
PER THOUSAND
PROBABLE UNSUB.- PROBABLE TOTAL
AREA COUNTY CAUSE PSl UNSUB. FA OTHER TOTAL CAUSE REPORTED
AREA 3 PEMISCOT 24 13 29 355 6 427 3.54 63.04
PERRY 14 2 11 113 10 150 2.83 30.37
REYNOLDS 7 4 7 83 0 101 4.09 59.06
RIPLEY 20 19 19 176 9 243 5.26 63.96
ST FRANCOIS 96 31 109 739 54 1,029 6.84 73.27
STE GENEVIEVE 14 3 28 159 3 207 2.95 43.59
SCOTT 106 24 88 460 24 702 9.18 60.81
SHANNON 51 8 29 121 7 216 23.27 98.54
STODDARD 53 12 52 246 19 382 7.28 52.45
WASHINGTON 80 4 70 317 26 497 11.83 73.52
WAYNE 19 5 20 197 6 247 6.32 82.2
AREA OFFICE 2 0 1 9 6 18 0 0
* AREA TOTAL * 1,138 334 908 6,287 381 9,048 7.91 62.91
AREA 4 BARRY 88 15 83 441 33 660 10.4 77.99
BARTON 26 5 17 158 16 222 7.91 67.56
BATES 39 21 123 103 10 296 9.28 70.43
BENTON 20 5 11 145 8 189 5.45 51.46
CAMDEN 56 6 7 338 29 436 7.7 59.92
CEDAR 36 6 43 102 13 200 11.41 63.39
CHRISTIAN 138 22 132 315 47 654 9.58 45.39
DADE 13 1 18 76 1 109 6.48 54.34
DALLAS 25 5 13 160 42 245 5.87 57.53
DOUGLAS 38 3 30 87 4 162 11.78 50.23
GREENE 731 141 973 1,620 385 3,850 14.26 75.1
HENRY 34 4 38 311 8 395 6.55 76.15
HICKORY 17 4 13 35 3 2 9.98 42.28
JASPER 262 74 279 1,486 227 2,328 10.29 91.44
LACLEDE 72 7 32 363 8 482 8.61 57.62
LAWRENCE 49 15 47 444 103 658 5.43 72.98
MCDONALD 82 3 33 321 11 450 14.71 80.7
MARIES 12 2 12 71 6 103 5.54 47.53
MILLER 66 20 61 329 40 516 10.79 84.38
MONITEAU 5 2 4 119 2 132 1.35 3571
MORGAN 58 2 49 236 18 363 13.39 83.83
NEWTON 135 34 112 639 66 986 10.39 75.87
OZARK 35 2 30 49 3 119 15.4 52.38
PHELPS 111 38 128 329 18 624 12.1 68
POLK 55 13 57 260 16 401 8.73 63.67
PULASKI 127 21 100 379 37 664 11.16 58.34
ST CLAIR 21 0 28 73 2 124 9.79 57.78
STONE 100 13 66 190 43 412 16.94 69.81
TANEY 72 61 101 403 10 647 9.46 85.03
TEXAS 76 10 58 237 55 436 12.92 74.12
VERNON 67 13 45 291 17 433 13.08 84.55
WEBSTER 51 26 84 259 1 421 6.01 49.59
WRIGHT 118 27 39 191 11 386 20.99 68.67
AREA OFFICE 3 1 9 7 4 24 0 0
* AREA TOTAL * 2,838 622 2,875 10,567 1,297 18,199 10.93 70.07
AREA 5 JACKSON 1,323 234 1,460 7,216 1,005 11,238 7.91 67.19
AREA OFFICE 1 0 0 5 1 7 0 0
* AREA TOTAL * 1,324 234 1,460 7,221 1,006 11,245 7.92 67.23
AREA 6 ST LOUISCITY 619 123 582 5,766 801 7,891 6.94 88.45
AREA OFFICE 0 0 1 12 0 13 0 0
* AREA TOTAL * 619 123 583 5,778 801 7,904 6.94 88.59
AREA 7 ST LOUIS COUNTY 614 160 767 4,858 615 7,014 257 29.37
AREA OFFICE 0 0 1 3 2 6 0 0
* AREA TOTAL * 614 160 768 4,861 617 7,020 257 294
OTHER OUT HOME INV 312 11 2,035 0 63 2,421 0 0
OUT OF STATE 0 0 0 0 78 78 0 0
* AREA TOTAL * 312 11 2,035 0 141 2,499 0 0
STATE TOTAL 9,854 2,379 11,761 49,863 5,836 79,693 7.04 56.94

Conclusions are as follows:
Probable Cause - Court Adjudicated and Probable Cause
Unsub.-PS| - Unsubstantiated-Preventive Services Indicated
Unsub. - Unsubstantiated
FA - Family Assessment: Services Needed, Services Not Needed, Non-cooperative/Child Safe, Services Needed-Linked Initial 30
Days, and Services Needed-Family Declined
Other - Unable to Locate, Inappropriate Report, Located Out of State and Home Schooling
Population data is based on the 1990 Census: Summary File 3, July 1992. Missouri population through age 17. U.S. Department of
Commerce, Bureau of the Census.
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AppendixC.

2000 Family Assessment I ncidentsby Ar ea, County and Conclusion

SERVICE SERVICE NON-
NEEDED NOT NEEDED COOPERATIVE
AREA COUNTY Number % Number % Number % TOTAL
AREA 1 ANDREW 35 407 47 54.7 4 47 86
ATCHISON 15 405 20 541 2 54 37
BUCHANAN 220 31 468 65.9 2 31 710
CALDWELL ) 526 30 305 6 7.9 76
CARROLL 10 143 58 829 2 29 70
CASS 150 357 253 60.2 17 4 420
CHARITON 15 429 17 486 3 8.6 35
CLAY 167 211 604 763 2 27 792
CLINTON 43 43 54 519 7 6.7 104
COOPER 18 281 44 68.8 2 31 64
DAVIESS 8 286 16 57.1 4 143 28
DEKALB 16 44.4 20 55.6 0 0 36
GENTRY 14 438 18 56.3 0 0 32
GRUNDY > 47 46 639 1 14 72
HARRISON 2% 54.2 19 306 3 6.3 48
HOLT 2 36.4 19 57.6 2 6.1 33
HOWARD 14 412 19 559 1 29 34
JOHNSON 72 305 163 60.1 1 04 236
LAFAYETTE 39 325 74 617 7 58 120
LINN 4 35.4 55 57.3 7 7.3 9%
LIVINGSTON u 193 44 7.2 2 35 57
MERCER 6 462 7 538 0 0 13
NODAWAY 24 276 63 724 0 0 87
PETTIS 83 273 208 68.4 13 43 304
PLATTE 101 339 187 628 10 34 208
PUTNAM 8 24.2 18 545 7 212 3
RANDOLPH 21 256 55 67.1 6 7.3 82
RAY 35 32 112 74.2 4 26 151
SALINE 3 17.6 151 803 4 21 188
SULLIVAN 9 209 3 767 1 23 43
WORTH 7 538 6 462 0 0 13
AREA OFFICE 0 0 1 100 0 0 1
*SITE TOTAL* 1311 208 2,929 66.6 159 36 4,399
AREA 2 ADAIR 43 43 53 53 4 4 100
AUDRAIN 49 415 68 57.6 1 08 118
BOONE 223 368 315 52 68 1.2 606
CALLAWAY 110 373 184 62.4 1 03 205
CLARK 9 265 P 735 0 0 ]
COLE 73 304 157 65.4 10 42 240
FRANKLIN 248 418 317 53.4 2 49 504
GASCONADE 18 269 48 716 1 15 67
JEFFERSON 496 307 718 575 N 27 1,248
KNOX 10 455 u 50 1 45 2
LEWIS 19 a3 27 58.7 0 0 46
LINCOLN 54 26 150 721 4 19 208
MACON u 17.2 52 813 1 16 64
MARION 69 314 134 60.9 17 77 220
MONROE 24 545 20 455 0 0 44
MONTGOMERY 57 543 a2 4 6 57 105
OSAGE 10 278 % 722 0 0 36
PIKE 16 286 39 60.6 1 18 56
RALLS 5 208 18 75 1 42 24
ST CHARLES 205 274 759 705 3 21 1,077
SCHUYLER 3 143 18 85.7 0 0 21
SCOTLAND 2 95 19 %05 0 0 21
SHELBY 8 186 35 814 0 0 43
WARREN 7 55 51 395 7 54 129
AREA OFFICE 3 273 8 727 0 0 1
*SITE TOTAL* 1,926 355 3,294 60.7 209 38 5,429
AREA 3 BOLLINGER 28 44.4 a1 492 4 6.3 63
BUTLER 133 387 196 57 15 4.4 344
CAPE GIRARDEAU % 365 160 627 2 08 255
CARTER 2 60 17 378 1 22 45
CRAWFORD 65 335 119 613 10 5.2 194
DENT 2% 26 87 757 2 17 115
DUNKLIN % 308 140 58.1 5 21 241
HOWELL 172 479 182 50.7 5 14 359
IRON 19 2 55 724 2 26 76
MADISON 35 50.7 3 478 1 14 69
MISSISSIPPI 28 326 55 64 3 35 86
NEW MADRID 64 44.4 80 55.6 0 0 144
OREGON 29 65.9 15 4.1 0 0 44
Page 52 Missouri Child Abuse/Neglect, 2000



AppendixC. (continued)

2000 Family Assessment I ncidentsby Ar ea, County and Conclusion

SERVICE SERVICE NON-
NEEDED NOT NEEDED COOPERATIVE
AREA COUNTY Number % Number % Number % TOTAL
AREA 3 PEMISCOT 80 39.8 112 55.7 9 45 201
PERRY 29 35.8 47 58 5 6.2 81
REYNOLDS 9 18 40 80 1 2 50
RIPLEY 21 20 82 781 2 19 105
ST FRANCOIS 130 27.1 340 70.8 10 2.1 480
STE GENEVIEVE 48 432 61 55 2 18 111
SCOTT 92 331 185 66.5 1 0.4 278
SHANNON 23 33.3 43 62.3 3 43 69
STODDARD 45 28.1 109 68.1 6 38 160
WASHINGTON 48 27 129 725 1 0.6 178
WAYNE 61 48 65 51.2 1 0.8 127
AREA OFFICE 2 33.3 4 66.7 0 0 6
*SITE TOTAL* 1,403 36.2 2,387 61.5 91 23 3,881
AREA 4 BARRY 55 215 192 75 9 35 256
BARTON 40 435 45 48.9 7 76 92
BATES 18 28.6 34 54 1 175 63
BENTON 32 36.4 54 61.4 2 23 88
CAMDEN 117 51.1 99 432 13 5.7 229
CEDAR 19 322 38 64.4 2 34 59
CHRISTIAN 67 33 122 60.1 14 6.9 203
DADE 1 224 38 776 0 0 49
DALLAS 44 411 58 54.2 5 47 107
DOUGLAS 28 48.3 28 483 2 34 58
GREENE 212 19.8 827 773 31 29 1,070
HENRY 52 26.5 135 68.9 9 46 196
HICKORY 9 34.6 17 65.4 0 0 26
JASPER 453 49.4 408 445 56 6.1 917
LACLEDE 50 22 177 78 0 0 227
LAWRENCE 61 225 196 72.3 14 5.2 271
MCDONALD 58 29 137 68.5 5 25 200
MARIES 22 52.4 19 45.2 1 24 42
MILLER 46 21.7 160 755 6 28 212
MONITEAU 16 24.6 45 69.2 4 6.2 65
MORGAN 42 30 93 66.4 5 36 140
NEWTON 238 60.9 144 36.8 9 23 301
OZARK 8 21.1 30 78.9 0 0 38
PHELPS 46 19.9 179 775 6 26 231
POLK 49 29.5 112 67.5 5 3 166
PULASKI 75 30.9 165 67.9 3 12 243
ST CLAIR 1 24.4 32 711 2 4.4 45
STONE 34 30.6 73 65.8 4 36 111
TANEY 119 46.9 133 52.4 2 0.8 254
TEXAS 37 25 109 73.6 2 14 148
VERNON 39 20.5 146 76.8 5 26 190
WEBSTER 77 46.7 82 49.7 6 36 165
WRIGHT 38 30.9 83 67.5 2 16 123
AREA OFFICE 2 40 3 60 0 0 5
*SITE TOTAL* 2,225 33.3 4,213 63.1 242 36 6,680
AREA 5 JACKSON 1,927 46.6 2,012 48.7 192 46 4,131
AREA OFFICE 1 33.3 2 66.7 0 0 3
*SITE TOTAL* 1,928 46.6 2,014 48.7 192 46 4,134
AREA 6 ST LOUISCITY 1,368 434 1,655 525 127 4 3,150
AREA OFFICE 6 54.5 5 455 0 0 1
*SITE TOTAL* 1,374 435 1,660 525 127 4 3,161
AREA 7 ST LOUIS COUNTY 1,754 53.6 1,374 42 146 45 3,274
AREA OFFICE 0 0 2 100 0 0 2
*SITE TOTAL* 1,754 535 1,376 42 146 45 3,276
STATE TOTAL 11,921 385 17,873 57.7 1,166 38 30,960
Note: Services Needed includes Services Needed-Linked Initial 30 Days and Services Needed-Family Declined.
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AppendixD.
2000 Family Assessment Children by Area, County and Conclusion

SERVICE SERVICE NON-
NEEDED NOT NEEDED COOPERATIVE
AREA COUNTY Number % Number % Number % TOTAL
AREA 1 ANDREW 56 441 67 52.8 4 31 127
ATCHISON 22 37.3 35 59.3 2 34 59
BUCHANAN 375 324 744 64.3 33 33 1,157
CALDWELL 73 54.9 51 383 9 6.8 133
CARROLL 13 1.1 101 86.3 3 26 117
CASS 229 36.3 379 60.1 23 36 631
CHARITON 31 50.8 24 39.3 6 9.8 61
CLAY 249 21.4 884 76 30 26 1,163
CLINTON 64 395 89 54.9 9 56 162
COOPER 21 24.1 61 701 5 57 87
DAVIESS 10 2.7 29 65.9 5 114 a4
DE KALB 29 439 37 56.1 0 0 66
GENTRY 29 483 31 51.7 0 0 60
GRUNDY 38 345 71 64.5 1 09 110
HARRISON 40 58 26 37.7 3 43 69
HOLT 22 431 27 52.9 2 39 51
HOWARD 27 474 29 50.9 1 18 57
JOHNSON 118 323 246 67.4 1 03 365
LAFAYETTE 54 29.2 121 65.4 10 54 185
LINN 65 36.9 98 55.7 13 7.4 176
LIVINGSTON 14 175 63 78.8 3 38 80
MERCER 12 50 12 50 0 0 24
NODAWAY 41 318 88 68.2 0 0 129
PETTIS 120 245 351 718 18 37 489
PLATTE 145 357 250 616 11 2.7 406
PUTNAM 16 29.6 26 481 12 222 54
RANDOLPH 27 25 85 70.8 8 6.7 120
RAY 58 258 163 72.4 4 18 225
SALINE 55 17.9 248 80.5 5 16 308
SULLIVAN 18 257 51 72.9 1 14 70
WORTH 8 533 7 46.7 0 0 15
AREA OFFICE 0 0 2 100 0 0 2
* AREA TOTAL * 2,079 30.6 4,496 66.1 227 33 6,802
AREA 2 ADAIR 66 431 81 52.9 6 39 153
AUDRAIN 76 418 105 57.7 1 05 182
BOONE 340 36.1 492 52.3 109 116 941
CALLAWAY 171 355 310 64.3 1 02 482
CLARK 18 31 40 69 0 0 58
COLE 118 31 250 65.6 13 34 381
FRANKLIN 370 418 472 533 43 49 885
GASCONADE 30 29.4 71 69.6 1 1 102
JEFFERSON 759 402 1,074 56.9 53 28 1,886
KNOX 15 429 19 54.3 1 29 35
LEWIS 38 463 a4 53.7 0 0 82
LINCOLN 87 26 242 725 5 15 334
MACON 14 15.6 74 82.2 2 22 90
MARION 103 29.7 215 62 29 8.4 347
MONROE 43 59.7 29 403 0 0 72
MONTGOMERY 100 56.2 70 39.3 8 45 178
OSAGE 15 30.6 < 69.4 0 0 49
PIKE 21 26.6 57 72.2 1 13 79
RALLS 8 20 29 725 3 75 40
ST CHARLES 455 27.9 1,149 704 27 17 1,631
SCHUYLER 5 15.2 28 84.8 0 0 33
SCOTLAND 3 75 37 925 0 0 40
SHELBY 11 16.2 57 838 0 0 68
WARREN 99 54.4 74 40.7 9 49 182
AREA OFFICE 6 353 11 64.7 0 0 17
* AREA TOTAL * 2,971 356 5,064 60.7 312 37 8,347
AREA 3 BOLLINGER a4 a4 50 50 6 6 100
BUTLER 234 423 302 54.6 17 31 553
CAPE GIRARDEAU 151 37.2 253 62.3 2 05 406
CARTER 50 69.4 21 29.2 1 14 72
CRAWFORD 102 318 199 62 20 6.2 321
DENT 40 20.8 150 781 2 1 192
DUNKLIN 145 33 225 58.9 12 31 382
HOWELL 312 52.4 277 46.6 6 1 595
IRON 31 24.2 R 719 5 39 128
MADISON 57 55.3 45 437 1 1 103
MISSISSIPPI 46 346 84 63.2 3 23 133
NEW MADRID 119 46.9 135 53.1 0 0 254
OREGON 40 54.8 33 452 0 0 73
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AppendixD. (continued)

2000 Family Assessment Children by Area, County and Conclusion

SERVICE SERVICE NON-
NEEDED NOT NEEDED COOPERATIVE
AREA COUNTY Number % Number % Number % TOTAL
AREA 3 PEMISCOT 152 4238 184 51.8 19 5.4 355
PERRY 41 36.3 67 59.3 5 4.4 113
REYNOLDS 18 217 64 771 1 12 83
RIPLEY 33 18.8 139 79 4 23 176
ST FRANCOIS 180 24.4 544 736 15 2 739
STE GENEVIEVE 63 396 93 585 3 19 159
SCOTT 153 333 306 66.5 1 0.2 460
SHANNON 40 331 74 61.2 7 5.8 121
STODDARD 65 26.4 172 69.9 9 37 246
WASHINGTON 95 30 221 69.7 1 03 317
WAYNE 106 53.8 90 457 1 05 197
AREA OFFICE 4 44.4 5 55.6 0 0 9
* AREA TOTAL * 2,321 36.9 3,825 60.8 141 22 6,287
AREA 4 BARRY 85 19.3 342 776 14 32 441
BARTON 78 49.4 69 437 11 7 158
BATES 25 243 57 55.3 21 20.4 103
BENTON 57 393 85 58.6 3 21 145
CAMDEN 190 56.2 131 388 17 5 338
CEDAR 35 343 65 637 2 2 102
CHRISTIAN 108 343 189 60 18 5.7 315
DADE 16 211 60 78.9 0 0 76
DALLAS 56 35 96 60 8 5 160
DOUGLAS 37 425 47 54 3 34 87
GREENE 340 21 1,229 75.9 51 31 1,620
HENRY 81 26 215 69.1 15 48 311
HICKORY 12 343 23 65.7 0 0 35
JASPER 722 486 664 447 100 6.7 1,486
LACLEDE 84 231 279 76.9 0 0 363
LAWRENCE 106 239 319 718 19 43 444
MCDONALD 76 237 235 732 10 31 321
MARIES 37 52.1 33 465 1 14 71
MILLER 67 20.4 254 772 8 24 329
MONITEAU 35 29.4 77 64.7 7 5.9 119
MORGAN 70 29.7 159 67.4 7 3 236
NEWTON 383 59.9 244 382 12 19 639
OZARK 12 245 37 755 0 0 49
PHELPS 58 17.6 259 787 12 36 329
POLK 71 27.3 180 69.2 9 35 260
PULASKI 120 317 252 66.5 7 18 379
ST CLAIR 19 26 51 69.9 3 41 73
STONE 74 389 111 58.4 5 26 190
TANEY 175 434 224 55.6 4 1 403
TEXAS 61 257 174 734 2 0.8 237
VERNON 55 189 228 78.4 8 2.7 291
WEBSTER 119 459 128 49.4 12 46 259
WRIGHT 60 314 128 67 3 16 191
AREA OFFICE 4 57.1 3 429 0 0 7
* AREA TOTAL * 3528 334 6,647 62.9 392 37 10,567
AREA 5 JACKSON 3,278 454 3,629 50.3 309 43 7,216
AREA OFFICE 2 40 3 60 0 0 5
* AREA TOTAL * 3,280 454 3,632 50.3 309 43 7,221
AREA 6 ST LOUISCITY 2,510 435 3,038 52.7 218 38 5,766
AREA OFFICE 6 50 6 50 0 0 12
* AREA TOTAL * 2,516 435 3,044 52.7 218 38 5,778
AREA 7 ST LOUIS COUNTY 2,665 54.9 1,994 41 199 41 4,858
AREA OFFICE 0 0 3 100 0 0 3
* AREA TOTAL * 2,665 54.8 1,997 411 199 41 4,861
STATE TOTAL 19,360 388 28,705 57.6 1,798 36 49,863
Note: Services Needed includes Services Needed-Linked Initial 30 Days and Services Needed-Family Declined.
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AppendixE.
2000Pr obableCausel ncidentsby Ar ea, County and Categor y of Abuse/Neglect

PHYSICAL EMOTIONAL
ABUSE NEGLECT MALTREATMENT

AREA COUNTY Number % Number % Number %
AREA1 ANDREW 7 50 4 28.57 2 14.29
ATCHISON 0 0 1 50 0 0
BUCHANAN 59 45.38 44 33.85 2 154
CALDWELL 5 50 2 20 2 20
CARROLL 6 19.35 19 61.29 4 12.9
CASS 15 18.75 31 38.75 0 0
CHARITON 1 16.67 2 33.33 0 0
CLAY 61 305 60 30 4 2
CLINTON 8 34.78 10 43.48 0 0
COOPER 3 23.08 5 38.46 1 7.69
DAVIESS 5 45.45 2 18.18 0 0
DE KALB 1 25 1 25 1 25
GENTRY 1 14.29 2 28.57 0 0
GRUNDY 2 2222 5 55.56 0 0
HARRISON 5 50 3 30 1 10
HOLT 0 0 1 33.33 0 0
HOWARD 4 50 1 125 0 0
JOHNSON 19 30.58 15 3125 2 4.17
LAFAYETTE 18 31.03 13 22.41 3 5.17
LINN 4 36.36 3 27.27 0 0
LIVINGSTON 4 25 4 25 0 0
NODAWAY 2 28.57 1 14.29 0 0
PETTIS 20 27.4 27 36.99 1 137
PLATTE 10 24.39 19 46.34 4 9.76
PUTNAM 2 25 4 50 0 0
RANDOLPH 27 36.99 23 3151 2 274
RAY 7 25 9 3214 1 357
SALINE 14 41.18 10 29.41 4 11.76
SULLIVAN 5 83.33 0 0 0 0
WORTH 0 0 0 0 0 0
AREA OFFICE 1 50 0 0 0 0
* AREA TOTAL * 316 32.64 321 33.16 34 351
AREA 2 ADAIR 12 24.49 2 53.06 6 12.24
AUDRAIN 15 25 18 30 5 8.33
BOONE 51 42.15 21 17.36 0 0
CALLAWAY 22 47.83 11 2391 2 4.35
CLARK 0 0 3 50 0 0
COLE 20 22.47 4 46.07 5 5.62
FRANKLIN 17 15.45 54 49.09 7 6.36
GASCONADE 8 25.81 9 29.03 2 6.45
JEFFERSON 39 29.55 47 35.61 10 7.58
KNOX 3 23.08 5 38.46 2 15.38
LEWIS 8 34.78 11 47.83 3 13.04
LINCOLN 10 20 2 52 0 0
MACON 9 375 11 45.83 3 125
MARION 11 2821 11 2821 1 2.56
MONROE 3 50 1 16.67 2 33.33
MONTGOMERY 2 10.53 7 36.84 1 5.26
OSAGE 3 375 3 375 1 125
PIKE 5 14.29 12 34.29 2 571
RALLS 0 0 2 66.67 0 0
ST CHARLES 31 17.32 85 47.49 6 3.35
SCHUYLER 3 75 1 25 0 0
SCOTLAND 1 9.09 2 18.18 1 9.09
SHELBY 2 16.67 1 8.33 2 16.67
WARREN 14 359 2 56.41 0 0
AREA OFFICE 3 75 1 25 1 25
* AREA TOTAL * 292 26.24 431 38.72 62 557
AREA 3 BOLLINGER 6 28.57 12 57.14 1 476
BUTLER 8 13.33 31 51.67 4 6.67
CAPE GIRARDEAU 12 22.64 15 283 1 1.89
CARTER 3 15.79 9 47.37 0 0
CRAWFORD 5 12.82 11 2821 1 2.56
DENT 4 16 11 44 2 8
DUNKLIN 28 34.15 38 46.34 2 2.44
HOWELL 15 24.19 20 32.26 5 8.06
IRON 1 25 2 50 0 0
MADISON 9 39.13 10 43.48 1 4.35
MISSISSIPPI 4 16.67 12 50 0 0
NEW MADRID 1 125 2 25 0 0
OREGON 4 44.44 4 44.44 1 1111
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AppendixE. (continued)

2000Pr obableCausel ncidentsby Ar ea, County and Categor y of Abuse/Neglect

TOTAL
MEDICAL EDUCATIONAL SEXUAL PROBABLE
NEGLECT NEGLECT MALTREATMENT CAUSE

AREA COUNTY Number % Number % Number % INCIDENTS
AREA 1 ANDREW 0 0 1 7.14 2 14.29 14
ATCHISON 0 0 0 0 2 100 2
BUCHANAN 5 385 6 462 26 20 130
CALDWELL 1 10 1 10 3 30 10
CARROLL 3 9.68 1 323 4 129 31
CASS 4 5 2 25 38 475 80
CHARITON 0 0 0 0 4 66.67 6
CLAY 0 0 1 05 59 295 200
CLINTON 0 0 1 435 2 8.7 23
COOPER 2 15.38 1 7.69 3 23.08 13
DAVIESS 1 9.09 1 9.09 3 27.27 11
DE KALB 1 25 0 0 1 25 4
GENTRY 0 0 0 0 4 57.14 7
GRUNDY 0 0 1 11.11 2 22.22 9
HARRISON 1 10 1 10 3 30 10
HOLT 0 0 0 0 0 0 3
HOWARD 1 125 2 25 1 125 8
JOHNSON 1 2.08 0 0 17 35.42 48
LAFAYETTE 0 0 1 172 17 29.31 58
LINN 1 9.09 0 0 5 45.45 11
LIVINGSTON 1 6.25 0 0 9 56.25 16
NODAWAY 0 0 0 0 5 71.43 7
PETTIS 2 2.74 1 1.37 26 35.62 73
PLATTE 2 488 0 0 11 26.83 41
PUTNAM 0 0 0 0 4 50 8
RANDOLPH 3 411 3 411 17 23.29 73
RAY 2 7.14 1 357 12 42.86 28
SALINE 4 11.76 0 0 8 2353 34
SULLIVAN 0 0 0 0 1 16.67 6
WORTH 0 0 0 0 2 100 2
AREA OFFICE 0 0 0 0 1 50 2
* AREA TOTAL * 35 362 25 258 292 30.17 968
AREA 2 ADAIR 2 408 2 408 9 18.37 49
AUDRAIN 2 333 4 6.67 13 21.67 60
BOONE 2 1.65 3 248 37 30.58 121
CALLAWAY 0 0 1 217 9 19.57 46
CLARK 0 0 0 0 3 50 6
COLE 1 112 4 4.49 19 21.35 89
FRANKLIN 2 1.82 8 7.27 21 19.09 110
GASCONADE 3 9.68 6 19.35 7 22.58 31
JEFFERSON 4 3.03 0 0 64 48.48 132
KNOX 2 15.38 0 0 3 23.08 13
LEWIS 1 435 0 0 2 8.7 23
LINCOLN 1 2 1 2 15 30 50
MACON 2 833 0 0 2 833 24
MARION 1 2.56 5 12.82 10 25.64 39
MONROE 1 16.67 0 0 3 50 6
MONTGOMERY 1 5.26 1 5.26 4 21.05 19
OSAGE 0 0 0 0 1 125 8
PIKE 2 571 7 20 8 22.86 35
RALLS 0 0 1 3333 0 0 3
ST CHARLES 4 2.23 3 1.68 56 31.28 179
SCHUYLER 0 0 0 0 1 25 4
SCOTLAND 0 0 0 0 5 45.45 11
SHELBY 2 16.67 2 16.67 4 3333 12
WARREN 0 0 1 2.56 8 2051 39
AREA OFFICE 0 0 0 0 0 0 4
* AREA TOTAL * 33 2.96 49 44 304 27.31 1,113
AREA 3 BOLLINGER 1 476 0 0 6 28.57 21
BUTLER 3 5 4 6.67 20 3333 60
CAPE GIRARDEAU 3 5.66 2 377 30 56.6 53
CARTER 1 5.26 1 5.26 5 26.32 19
CRAWFORD 1 2.56 2 513 15 38.46 39
DENT 0 0 1 4 8 2 25
DUNKLIN 4 488 3 3.66 19 2317 82
HOWELL 1 161 3 484 25 40.32 62
IRON 0 0 0 0 1 25 4
MADISON 0 0 3 13.04 8 3478 23
MISSISSIPPI 2 833 1 417 8 3333 24
NEW MADRID 1 125 0 0 4 50 8
OREGON 2 22.22 0 0 2 22.22 9
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AppendixE. (continued)
2000Pr obableCausel ncidentsby Ar ea, County and Categor y of Abuse/Neglect

PHYSICAL EMOTIONAL
ABUSE NEGLECT MALTREATMENT
AREA COUNTY Number % Number % Number %
AREA 3 PEMISCOT 2 15.38 2 15.38 0 0
PERRY 6 42.86 0 0 0 0
REYNOLDS 1 20 1 20 0 0
RIPLEY 5 27.78 5 27.78 2 1111
ST FRANCOIS 19 26.03 2 30.14 1 137
STE GENEVIEVE 1 1111 6 66.67 0 0
SCOTT 17 22.37 2 28.95 7 9.21
SHANNON 11 40.74 13 48.15 1 37
STODDARD 6 23.08 10 38.46 0 0
WASHINGTON 16 32.65 23 46.94 10 20.41
WAYNE 3 23.08 3 23.08 0 0
* AREA TOTAL * 187 24.87 284 37.77 39 5.19
AREA 4 BARRY 12 16.9 10 14.08 2 2.82
BARTON 2 11.11 6 33.33 3 16.67
BATES 9 31.03 10 34.48 2 6.9
BENTON 1 6.67 6 40 2 13.33
CAMDEN 12 27.27 18 4091 4 9.09
CEDAR 9 36 10 40 3 12
CHRISTIAN 27 29.67 30 32.97 2 22
DADE 4 36.36 2 18.18 0 0
DALLAS 3 18.75 6 375 0 0
DOUGLAS 4 17.39 7 3043 2 8.7
GREENE 105 21.21 219 44.24 23 4.65
HENRY 7 25.93 8 29.63 3 1111
HICKORY 3 23.08 6 46.15 0 0
JASPER 62 3131 46 23.23 5 253
LACLEDE 8 18.18 14 31.82 1 2.27
LAWRENCE 4 125 11 34.38 1 3.3
MCDONALD 14 23.73 27 45.76 1 1.69
MARIES 5 55.56 4 44.44 0 0
MILLER 16 35.56 14 3111 1 2.22
MONITEAU 2 40 0 0 0 0
MORGAN 12 27.27 14 31.82 1 2.27
NEWTON 25 25.25 27 27.27 8 8.08
OZARK 3 15 10 50 0 0
PHELPS 10 14.08 27 38.03 1 141
POLK 9 23.68 11 28.95 0 0
PULASKI 31 38.75 34 42.5 11 13.75
ST CLAIR 3 21.43 5 k.71 3 21.43
STONE 26 38.81 23 34.33 7 10.45
TANEY 9 16.36 30 54.55 2 364
TEXAS 10 20.83 18 375 2 4.17
VERNON 13 23.64 16 29.09 4 7.27
WEBSTER 12 30.77 19 48.72 2 5.13
WRIGHT 17 20.48 4 49.4 9 10.84
AREA OFFICE 0 0 1 33.33 0 0
* AREA TOTAL * 489 24.62 730 36.76 105 5.29
AREA5 JACKSON 324 34.99 266 28.73 29 3.3
AREA OFFICE 1 100 0 0 0 0
* AREA TOTAL * 325 35.06 266 28.69 29 3.3
AREA 6 ST LOUISCITY 168 37.42 130 28.95 12 2.67
* AREA TOTAL * 168 37.42 130 28.95 12 2.67
AREA7 ST LOUIS COUNTY 207 43.76 137 28.96 14 2.96
* AREA TOTAL * 207 43.76 137 28.96 14 2.96
OTHER AREA OFFICE 0 0 0 0 0 0
OUT HOME INV 86 42.57 62 30.69 2 0.99
* AREA TOTAL * 86 42.36 62 3054 2 0.99
STATE TOTAL 2,070 3013 2,361 34.36 297 4.32
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AppendixE. (continued)

2000Pr obableCausel ncidentsby Ar ea, County and Categor y of Abuse/Neglect

TOTAL
MEDICAL EDUCATIONAL SEXUAL PROBABLE
NEGLECT NEGLECT MALTREATMENT CAUSE
AREA COUNTY Number % Number % Number % INCIDENTS
AREA 3 PEMISCOT 1 7.69 0 0 9 69.23 13
PERRY 0 0 0 0 7 50 14
REYNOLDS 0 0 0 0 3 60 5
RIPLEY 1 556 3 16.67 10 55.56 18
ST FRANCOIS 3 411 2 2.74 28 38.36 73
STE GENEVIEVE 1 11.11 0 0 2 22.22 9
SCOTT 9 11.84 9 11.84 18 23.68 76
SHANNON 1 37 0 0 8 29.63 27
STODDARD 2 7.69 1 385 9 34.62 26
WASHINGTON 2 408 0 0 18 36.73 49
WAYNE 1 7.69 0 0 9 69.23 13
* AREA TOTAL * 40 532 35 465 272 36.17 752
AREA 4 BARRY 2 2.82 0 0 a4 61.97 71
BARTON 0 0 0 0 9 50 18
BATES 1 345 0 0 8 27.59 29
BENTON 1 6.67 1 6.67 5 3333 15
CAMDEN 0 0 1 227 16 36.36 a4
CEDAR 0 0 3 12 6 24 25
CHRISTIAN 2 22 1 11 27 29.67 91
DADE 0 0 1 9.09 2 18.18 11
DALLAS 0 0 0 0 9 56.25 16
DOUGLAS 0 0 1 435 8 3478 23
GREENE 21 4.24 12 242 93 18.79 495
HENRY 2 7.41 1 37 11 40.74 27
HICKORY 1 7.69 0 0 3 23.08 13
JASPER 1 051 1 051 92 46.46 198
LACLEDE 2 455 1 227 23 52.27 a4
LAWRENCE 0 0 2 6.25 11 3438 32
MCDONALD 1 1.69 0 0 29 49.15 59
MARIES 0 0 1 11.11 1 11.11 9
MILLER 0 0 0 0 15 3333 45
MONITEAU 0 0 0 0 3 60 5
MORGAN 2 455 0 0 12 27.27 a4
NEWTON 3 3.03 3 3.03 54 54.55 99
OZARK 1 5 0 0 9 45 20
PHELPS 1 141 4 563 29 40.85 71
POLK 0 0 2 5.26 18 47.37 38
PULASKI 1 1.25 2 25 18 25 80
ST CLAIR 1 7.14 2 14.29 3 21.43 14
STONE 2 2.99 1 1.49 15 22.39 67
TANEY 2 364 1 1.82 9 16.36 55
TEXAS 2 417 3 6.25 13 27.08 48
VERNON 2 364 1 1.82 27 49.09 55
WEBSTER 0 0 0 0 14 359 39
WRIGHT 6 7.23 5 6.02 12 14.46 83
AREA OFFICE 0 0 0 0 2 66.67 3
* AREA TOTAL * 57 2.87 50 252 650 32.73 1,986
AREA 5 JACKSON 14 151 13 14 259 27.97 926
AREA OFFICE 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
* AREA TOTAL * 14 151 13 14 259 27.94 927
AREA 6 ST LOUISCITY < 757 11 245 158 35.19 449
* AREA TOTAL * < 757 11 245 158 35.19 449
AREA 7 ST LOUIS COUNTY 7 148 1 021 146 30.87 473
* AREA TOTAL * 7 148 1 021 146 30.87 473
OTHER AREA OFFICE 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
OUT HOME INV 4 1.98 0 0 39 19.31 202
* AREA TOTAL * 4 1.97 0 0 39 19.21 203
STATE TOTAL 224 3.26 184 2.68 2,120 30.85 6,871

Percent is the percentage of total probable cause incidents. Percent total is greater than 100 because a probable cause incident may be assigned
up to thirty-one categories of abuse/neglect.
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AppendixF.
2000 ProbableCauseChildrenby Area, County and Categor y of Abuse/Neglect

PHYSICAL EMOTIONAL
ABUSE NEGLECT MALTREATMENT

AREA COUNTY Number % Number % Number %
AREA 1 ANDREW 9 50 8 44.44 3 16.67
ATCHISON 0 0 1 50 0 0
BUCHANAN 79 4413 75 419 3 1.68
CALDWELL 6 54.55 3 27.27 3 27.27
CARROLL 7 11.86 39 66.1 7 11.86
CASS 21 18.1 56 48.28 0 0
CHARITON 1 10 6 60 0 0
CLAY 66 25.29 102 39.08 5 1.92
CLINTON 8 26.67 17 56.67 0 0
COOPER 3 11.54 12 46.15 1 3.85
DAVIESS 5 3333 3 20 0 0
DE KALB 1 20 1 20 1 20
GENTRY 1 11.11 3 3333 0 0
GRUNDY 2 9.52 14 66.67 0 0
HARRISON 6 42.86 6 42.86 1 7.14
HOLT 0 0 3 60 0 0
HOWARD 5 55.56 1 11.11 0 0
JOHNSON 26 36.62 30 4225 4 5.63
LAFAYETTE 19 2375 25 31.25 4 5
LINN 4 25 6 375 0 0
LIVINGSTON 4 15.38 11 4231 0 0
NODAWAY 2 25 2 25 0 0
PETTIS 26 23.85 49 44.95 1 0.92
PLATTE 10 17.86 32 57.14 4 7.14
PUTNAM 2 20 6 60 0 0
RANDOLPH 32 27.83 47 40.87 3 261
RAY 8 21.05 15 39.47 1 263
SALINE 17 36.96 15 3261 9 19.57
SULLIVAN 7 875 0 0 0 0
WORTH 0 0 0 0 0 0
AREA OFFICE 1 3333 0 0 0 0
* AREA TOTAL * 378 27.43 588 42,67 50 363
AREA 2 ADAIR 12 15.79 51 67.11 13 17.11
AUDRAIN 17 20.24 34 40.48 6 7.14
BOONE 55 35.48 39 25.16 0 0
CALLAWAY 26 40.63 22 34.38 5 7.81
CLARK 0 0 5 62.5 0 0
COLE 24 16.11 85 57.05 7 47
FRANKLIN 18 11.18 94 58.39 8 4.97
GASCONADE 10 20.83 14 29.17 5 10.42
JEFFERSON 46 27.22 71 42,01 16 9.47
KNOX 4 2353 8 47.06 2 11.76
LEWIS 11 28.95 19 50 5 13.16
LINCOLN 11 15.71 41 58.57 0 0
MACON 9 23.68 22 57.89 4 10.53
MARION 15 24.59 25 40.98 2 3.28
MONROE 4 50 2 25 2 25
MONTGOMERY 2 7.69 10 38.46 1 3.85
OSAGE 3 25 5 41.67 3 25
PIKE 5 10.42 20 41.67 3 6.25
RALLS 0 0 3 60 0 0
ST CHARLES 34 11.72 165 56.9 12 414
SCHUYLER 5 71.43 1 14.29 0 0
SCOTLAND 1 6.67 4 26.67 2 13.33
SHELBY 2 14.29 2 14.29 2 14.29
WARREN 18 28.13 45 70.31 0 0
AREA OFFICE 3 75 1 25 1 25
* AREA TOTAL * 335 20.54 788 4831 99 6.07
AREA 3 BOLLINGER 7 19.44 26 72.22 1 2.78
BUTLER 12 11.43 65 619 7 6.67
CAPE GIRARDEAU 19 26.76 27 38.03 1 141
CARTER 3 13.04 13 56.52 0 0
CRAWFORD 7 12.73 18 32.73 1 1.82
DENT 4 10.26 23 58.97 3 7.69
DUNKLIN 34 27.42 72 58.06 2 1.61
HOWELL 23 23.96 37 3854 7 7.29
IRON 2 3333 3 50 0 0
MADISON 13 35.14 18 48.65 3 8.11
MISSISSIPPI 5 13.89 22 61.11 0 0
NEW MADRID 1 11.11 3 3333 0 0
OREGON 9 60 6 40 3 20
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AppendixF. (continued)

2000Pr obableCauseChildrenby Area, County and Categor y of Abuse/Neglect

TOTAL
MEDICAL EDUCATIONAL SEXUAL PROBABLE
NEGLECT NEGLECT MALTREATMENT CAUSE

AREA COUNTY Number % Number % Number % CHILDREN
AREA 1 ANDREW 0 0 2 11.11 2 11.11 18
ATCHISON 0 0 0 0 2 100 2
BUCHANAN 5 2.79 6 335 29 16.2 179
CALDWELL 1 9.09 1 9.09 4 36.36 11
CARROLL 3 5.08 1 1.69 7 11.86 59
CASS 5 431 2 172 43 37.07 116
CHARITON 0 0 0 0 4 40 10
CLAY 0 0 2 0.77 61 23.37 261
CLINTON 0 0 1 333 4 13.33 30
COOPER 3 1154 4 15.38 4 15.38 26
DAVIESS 1 6.67 3 20 3 20 15
DE KALB 2 40 0 0 1 20 5
GENTRY 0 0 0 0 5 55.56 9
GRUNDY 0 0 2 952 3 14.29 21
HARRISON 3 2143 4 28.57 3 21.43 14
HOLT 0 0 0 0 0 0 5
HOWARD 1 1111 2 22.22 1 11.11 9
JOHNSON 1 141 0 0 18 25.35 71
LAFAYETTE 0 0 2 25 20 25 80
LINN 1 6.25 0 0 6 375 16
LIVINGSTON 2 7.69 0 0 11 4231 26
NODAWAY 0 0 0 0 6 75 8
PETTIS 5 459 2 1.83 32 29.36 109
PLATTE 2 357 0 0 13 2321 56
PUTNAM 0 0 0 0 4 40 10
RANDOLPH 4 348 6 522 21 18.26 115
RAY 2 5.26 1 263 15 39.47 38
SALINE 4 8.7 0 0 8 17.39 46
SULLIVAN 0 0 0 0 1 125 8
WORTH 0 0 0 0 2 100 2
AREA OFFICE 0 0 0 0 2 66.67 3
* AREA TOTAL * 45 327 41 2.98 335 2431 1,378
AREA 2 ADAIR 2 263 2 263 9 11.84 76
AUDRAIN 2 2.38 4 476 13 15.48 84
BOONE 2 1.29 3 194 40 25.81 155
CALLAWAY 0 0 1 156 12 18.75 64
CLARK 0 0 0 0 3 375 8
COLE 1 0.67 8 537 22 14.77 149
FRANKLIN 2 124 15 9.32 27 16.77 161
GASCONADE 3 6.25 9 18.75 11 22.92 48
JEFFERSON 4 2.37 0 0 72 426 169
KNOX 3 1765 0 0 3 17.65 17
LEWIS 1 263 0 0 3 7.89 38
LINCOLN 1 143 3 429 16 22.86 70
MACON 2 5.26 0 0 2 5.26 38
MARION 1 164 6 9.84 14 22.95 61
MONROE 2 25 0 0 375 8
MONTGOMERY 1 385 1 385 6 23.08 26
OSAGE 0 0 0 0 1 8.33 12
PIKE 2 417 8 16.67 11 22.92 48
RALLS 0 0 2 40 0 0 5
ST CHARLES 4 1.38 4 1.38 67 231 290
SCHUYLER 0 0 0 0 1 14.29 7
SCOTLAND 0 0 0 0 5 3333 15
SHELBY 3 2143 2 14.29 4 28.57 14
WARREN 0 0 1 156 8 125 64
AREA OFFICE 0 0 0 0 0 0 4
* AREA TOTAL * 36 221 69 423 353 21.64 1,631
AREA 3 BOLLINGER 1 2.78 0 0 6 16.67 36
BUTLER 3 2.86 4 381 26 24.76 105
CAPE GIRARDEAU 4 563 2 2.82 31 43.66 71
CARTER 1 435 1 435 5 21.74 23
CRAWFORD 1 1.82 4 7.27 19 3455 55
DENT 0 0 1 2.56 9 23.08 39
DUNKLIN 4 323 5 403 22 17.74 124
HOWELL 2 2.08 4 417 30 31.25 96
IRON 0 0 0 0 1 16.67 6
MADISON 0 0 3 811 14 37.84 37
MISSISSIPPI 2 556 2 556 8 22.22 36
NEW MADRID 1 1111 0 0 4 44.44 9
OREGON 2 1333 0 0 4 26.67 15
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AppendixF. (continued)
2000Pr obableCauseChildrenby Area, County and Categor y of Abuse/Neglect

PHYSICAL EMOTIONAL
ABUSE NEGLECT MALTREATMENT
AREA COUNTY Number % Number % Number %
AREA 3 PEMISCOT 3 125 5 20.83 0 0
PERRY 6 42.86 0 0 0 0
REYNOLDS 1 14.29 3 42.86 0 0
RIPLEY 5 25 7 35 2 10
ST FRANCOIS 21 21.88 38 39.58 1 1.04
STE GENEVIEVE 1 7.14 11 78.57 0 0
SCOTT 20 18.87 36 33.96 10 9.43
SHANNON 19 37.25 21 41.18 4 7.84
STODDARD 9 16.98 29 54.72 0 0
WASHINGTON 24 30 38 475 24 30
WAYNE 4 21.05 4 21.05 0 0
* AREA TOTAL * 252 22.18 525 46.21 69 6.07
AREA 4 BARRY 13 14.77 16 18.18 6 6.82
BARTON 2 7.69 13 50 10 38.46
BATES 9 23.08 17 4359 3 7.69
BENTON 1 5 7 35 2 10
CAMDEN 13 2321 24 42.86 5 8.93
CEDAR 11 30.56 17 47.22 5 13.89
CHRISTIAN 35 25.36 59 275 3 217
DADE 4 30.77 4 30.77 0 0
DALLAS 5 20 11 a4 0 0
DOUGLAS 4 10.53 14 36.84 4 10.53
GREENE 121 16.55 376 51.44 29 3.97
HENRY 8 2353 14 41.18 3 8.82
HICKORY 3 17.65 7 41.18 0 0
JASPER 75 28.63 70 26.72 7 2.67
LACLEDE 9 125 31 43.06 3 417
LAWRENCE 4 8.16 19 38.78 1 2.04
MCDONALD 15 18.29 38 46.34 3 3.66
MARIES 5 41.67 7 58.33 0 0
MILLER 19 28.79 27 4091 1 152
MONITEAU 2 40 0 0 0 0
MORGAN 15 25.86 24 41.38 2 3.45
NEWTON 28 20.74 54 40 9 6.67
OZARK 3 8.57 22 62.86 0 0
PHELPS 12 10.81 55 4955 2 18
POLK 11 20 17 3091 0 0
PULASKI 40 315 66 51.97 16 12.6
ST CLAIR 5 2381 8 381 5 2381
STONE 35 35 2 2 16 16
TANEY 9 125 43 50.72 2 2.78
TEXAS 10 13.16 36 47.37 4 5.26
VERNON 15 22.39 23 3433 4 5.97
WEBSTER 16 31.37 30 58.82 2 3.92
WRIGHT 18 15.25 64 54.24 13 11.02
AREA OFFICE 0 0 1 3333 0 0
* AREA TOTAL * 575 20.26 1,256 44.26 160 5.64
AREA 5 JACKSON 418 31.59 451 34.09 40 3.02
AREA OFFICE 1 100 0 0 0 0
* AREA TOTAL * 419 31.65 451 34.06 40 3.02
AREA 6 ST LOUISCITY 201 32.47 230 37.16 20
* AREA TOTAL * 201 32.47 230 37.16 20 323
AREA 7 ST LOUIS COUNTY 236 38.44 224 36.48 16 2.61
* AREA TOTAL * 236 38.44 224 36.48 16 2.61
OTHER AREA OFFICE 0 0 0 0 0 0
OUT HOME INV 102 32.69 138 44.23 2 0.64
* AREA TOTAL * 102 3248 138 43.95 2 0.64
STATE TOTAL 2,498 25.35 4,200 42,62 456 463

Page 62 Missouri Child Abuse/Neglect, 2000



AppendixF. (continued)

2000 Pr obableCauseChildrenby Area, County and Categor y of Abuse/Neglect

TOTAL
MEDICAL EDUCATIONAL SEXUAL PROBABLE
NEGLECT NEGLECT MALTREATMENT CAUSE
AREA COUNTY Number % Number % Number % CHILDREN
AREA 3 PEMISCOT 1 417 0 0 17 70.83 24
PERRY 0 0 0 0 7 50 14
REYNOLDS 0 0 0 0 5 71.43 7
RIPLEY 1 5 5 25 10 50 20
ST FRANCOIS 5 521 4 417 29 30.21 96
STE GENEVIEVE 2 1429 0 0 2 14.29 14
SCOTT 10 9.43 12 11.32 24 22.64 106
SHANNON 1 1.96 0 0 9 17.65 51
STODDARD 2 377 4 7.55 12 22.64 53
WASHINGTON 2 25 0 0 23 28.75 80
WAYNE 1 5.26 0 0 14 73.68 19
* AREA TOTAL * 46 405 51 4.49 331 29.14 1,136
AREA 4 BARRY 2 227 0 0 49 55.68 88
BARTON 0 0 0 0 11 4231 26
BATES 1 2.56 0 0 10 25.64 39
BENTON 1 5 4 20 5 25 20
CAMDEN 0 0 3 536 18 3214 56
CEDAR 0 0 5 13.89 7 19.44 36
CHRISTIAN 2 145 3 217 32 23.19 138
DADE 0 0 1 7.69 2 15.38 13
DALLAS 0 0 0 0 13 52 25
DOUGLAS 0 0 1 2.63 11 28.95 38
GREENE 21 2.87 16 2.19 109 14.91 731
HENRY 2 5.88 2 5.88 11 3235 34
HICKORY 1 5.88 0 0 4 2353 17
JASPER 1 0.38 1 0.38 110 41.98 262
LACLEDE 2 2.78 3 417 30 41.67 72
LAWRENCE 0 0 4 8.16 13 26.53 49
MCDONALD 2 2.44 0 0 32 39.02 82
MARIES 0 0 2 16.67 1 8.33 12
MILLER 0 0 0 0 19 28.79 66
MONITEAU 0 0 0 0 3 60 5
MORGAN 2 345 0 0 12 20.69 58
NEWTON 3 2.22 3 2.22 61 45.19 135
OZARK 1 2.86 0 0 15 42.86 35
PHELPS 6 541 7 6.31 34 30.63 111
POLK 0 0 3 545 24 4364 55
PULASKI 1 0.79 3 2.36 21 16.54 127
ST CLAIR 1 476 3 14.29 3 14.29 21
STONE 2 2 3 3 18 18 100
TANEY 2 2.78 2 2.78 10 13.89 72
TEXAS 2 2.63 5 6.58 17 22.37 76
VERNON 2 2.99 1 1.49 29 43.28 67
WEBSTER 0 0 0 0 16 31.37 51
WRIGHT 7 593 6 5.08 13 11.02 118
AREA OFFICE 0 0 0 0 2 66.67 3
* AREA TOTAL * 64 2.26 81 2.85 765 26.96 2,838
AREA 5 JACKSON 19 144 28 212 296 22.37 1,323
AREA OFFICE 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
* AREA TOTAL * 19 144 28 211 296 22.36 1,324
AREA 6 ST LOUISCITY 46 7.43 18 291 181 29.24 619
* AREA TOTAL * 46 7.43 18 291 181 29.24 619
AREA 7 ST LOUIS COUNTY 7 114 2 033 169 27.52 614
* AREA TOTAL * 7 114 2 033 169 27.52 614
OTHER AREA OFFICE 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
OUT HOME INV 4 1.28 0 0 48 15.38 312
* AREA TOTAL * 4 1.27 0 0 48 15.29 314
STATE TOTAL 267 271 290 2.94 2,478 25.15 9,854

Percent is the percentage of total probable cause children. Percent tota is greater than 100 because a child may be found probable cause for up

to thirty-one categories of abuse/neglect.
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AppendixG.

2000 Pr obableCauseChild Abuse/Neglect Fatalitiesby Areaand County
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AppendixH.

ProbableCauseChild Abuse/Neglect, 1996-1999 (cor r ected)

* ProbableCauseChildren by Category of Abuse/Neglect, Age, Sex, and Race

Characteristic Probable Cause Physical Abuse Neglect Sexual M altreatment
1996 1997 1998 1999 1996 1997 1998 1999 1996 1997 1998 1999 1996 1997 1998 1999
Age of Child
<1 900 871 740 514 173 19% 175 145 580 577 484 307 7 4 9 1
1 860 770 674 477 134 132 131 105 601 530 447 316 12 9 19 16
2 985 849 659 519 167 149 111 126 650 553 441 318 58 50 48 34
3 1,082 973 694 506 183 167 116 106 644 589 424 288 120 120 94 97
4 1,123 982 728 501 216 176 125 102 622 557 399 300 155 159 137 153
5 1,183 1,082 842 574 190 205 162 142 658 580 438 256 161 163 139 124
6 1,289 1,167 872 582 227 227 165 121 623 564 408 244 183 174 145 147
7 1156 1,169 931 621 172 209 173 118 558 528 444 266 157 165 157 152
8 1,102 981 874 598 188 188 174 105 494 469 391 271 153 162 151 144
9 937 968 816 562 158 193 163 135 417 48 36 252 159 174 152 146
10 966 904 775 532 168 160 149 119 414 43 311 201 168 150 168 155
11 947 848 718 537 170 155 145 106 378 331 304 202 186 175 149 169
12 931 918 717 507 209 183 127 120 335 319 265 184 174 203 181 153
13 1,044 947 755 561 204 206 175 128 351 315 248 180 251 219 192 190
14 1,065 939 708 622 225 201 167 137 342 296 240 187 239 232 174 221
15 880 807 667 498 187 200 158 132 279 263 243 147 192 174 158 184
16 502 503 447 313 143 160 123 83 180 190 156 111 136 143 148 120
17 152 172 144 130 32 54 42 30 61 58 49 39 45 57 52 66
Unknown 41 35 28 28 0 0 2 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0
17,145 15885 12,789 9272 3146 3161 2583 2066 8188 7,580 6,048 4,070 2557 2534 2273 2,282
Sex of Child
Male 8008 7,439 5893 4065 1714 1720 1441 1123 4143 3839 3036 1,997 534 537 480 485
Female 9,132 8445 6892 5206 1432 1441 1142 943 4045 3741 3012 2073 2023 1,997 1793 1,797
Unknown 5 1 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
17,145 15885 12,789 9272 3146 3161 2583 2066 8188 7,580 6,048 4,070 2557 2534 2273 2,282
Race of Child
White 11,637 11,179 9,114 6749 2115 2051 1719 1332 5371 529 4,265 299 2118 2005 1811 1844
Black 5327 4529 3521 2422 995 1084 830 703 2733 2209 1718 1,036 414 502 444 420
Asian 26 37 28 31 13 1 10 10 17 14 15 1 1 3
Native American 57 42 19 20 10 6 7 28 17 4 8 4 7
Other 0 2 8 9 0 0 0 1 2 0 0 0
Unknown 93 96 99 41 22 23 17 13 46 40 45 11 13 18 13 8
17,145 15885 12,789 9272 3146 3161 2583 2066 8188 7,580 6,048 4,070 2557 2534 2273 2,282
*ProbableCauseFatalitiesby Categor y of Abuse/Neglect *
Category of 1996 1997 1998 1999
Abuse/Neglect Number Percent  Number Percent  Number Percent  Number Percent
Physical Abuse 21 488% 23 46.9% 24 64.9% 2 47.8%
Sexual Maltreatment 1 2.3% 2 4.1% 3 8.1% 0 0.0%
Neglect 26 60.5% 32 653% 17 45.9% 26 565%
* Percent of probable cause fatalities is the percentage of total probable cause fatalities.
Note: A child may be found probable cause for up to thirty-one categories of abuse/neglect.
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